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DESCRIPTIVE SUMMARY

TENSE MARKING IN SECOND LANGUAGE LEARNING:
PATTERNS OF SPOKEN AND WRITTEN ENGLISH IN A VIETNAMESE COMMUNITY

This study examines one of the most recurrent and persistent obstacles in
learning English as a second language, the use of English tense marking. The
analysis is based upon a set of audio recordings previously collected in the
Vietnamese community in Northern Virginia, representing four age ranges (10-12,
15-18, 20-26, and 35-55 years of age), two lengths of residency in the United
States (one-three years and four-seven years), and both males and females. A
corpus of written language samples provides a basis for comparing the written
and spoken language registers.

A range of possible effects on variable tense marking patterns is con-
sidered, including surface form distinctions such as regular and irregular
forms, the phonological shape of the regular and irregular forms, the linguistic
context surrounding the forms, lexical items, and relative frequency of forms.
Higher order effects such as foregrounding and backgrounding, episodic boun-
daries, and tense continuity within narratives are also considered in both spo~
ken and written language.

The analysis reveals that tl.e surface-level constraints are more significant
than the higher order constraints, and that several principles account for the
systematic relationships of variability among forms. Written language
constraints show both similarities and differences with spoken language,
demonstrating an important lack of isomorphy in the two language registers.

The nature of tense marking in interlanguage is shown to have some corollaries
with the way in which tense marking has been treated traditionally in formal

instruction, but it is concluded that this similarity derives i'rom some general
principles of second language acquisition rather than the primary influence of

formal instruction on English tense formation.
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PREFACE

The research reported here was carried out under contract number
NIE~G-83-0035 with the National Institute of Education, from September 30, 1983,
to September 29, 984, The aim of the project was to describe the nature of
tense marking in second language acquisition as represented by a community of
native Vietnamese speakers in Northern Virginia. It builds upon an earlier,
more general study of English within the Vietnamese refugee comunity reported
in Christian, Wolfram, and Hatfield (1983). This study, based on the data
collected in our earlier investigation, allowed us to consider in detail one of
the most essential and obstrusive hurdles in acquiring English as a second
language, the mastery of the English tense system.

Since the study reported here was based upon a corpus of data already
collected, we are naturally indebted to all those individuals who made the ori-
ginal study possible. However, we shall not repeat the list here of individuals
to whom we were indebted in our first study, but simply refer the reader to
Christian, Wolfram, and Hatfield (1983) for this important list. The list of
persons to whom we are indebted in this phase of the research is somewhat
shorter than our original list, but only because those individuals who provided
initial input were so generous in their contributions.

Mr. Timothy Riney, of Northern Virginia Community College, was responsible
for collecting some additional written language manuscripts specifically for
this study, in addition to making comments on parts of the final report. Ms.
Gwen Sadler was responsible for some preliminary taxonomies of errors in the
writing sample, some of which were examined further in our analysis of tense

marking in writing.



As in s0 many of our studies over the past decade, Dr. Donna Christian pro-
vided a sounding board for many of the ideas contained in this report. As an
integral part of the original team conducting this study, she encouraged our
progress of the research reported here. Sonia Kundert was helpful in the final
stages of word processing for the final report and was particularly adept at
setting up tables and graphic displays.

Although the co-principal investigators worked as a team throughout the
project, each assumed major responsibility for particular chapters. Walt
Wolfram assumed major responsibility for writing Chapters Two (A Preliminary
Investigation of Tense Marking), Five (Tense Marking and Writing), and Six
(Conclusion), and Deporah Hatfield assumed major responsibility for writing
Chapters One (Introduction), Three (Tense Marking Variability in Spoken
Language), and Four (Analysis of Spoken Language Narratives).

Reactions and comments on the final report are welcomed and encouraged.
There 1s certainly more to be said about the nature of tense marking in spoken
and written interlanguage, but we hope that this research will provide an impor-
tant next step in carrying this analysis forward. We make no pretense to having
the final word but hope that we have added to sociolinguistic and educational

understanding in some small way.

Walt Wolfram

Deborah Hatfield
Co~Principal Investigators
December, 1984
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

In recent years, research on spoken and written sscond language (L2)
acquisition has led to some exciting new insights into the nature of language
learning and interlanguage systems. 1In addition, these studies have accumulated
a substantive data base on L2 acquisition in a number of different language
situations. This report contributes to both dimensions of L2 research by
describing and analyzing patterns of tense marking in spoken and written
language samples collected in the Vietnamese refugee community located in
Northern Virginia.

In our previous investigation of the variety of English spoken dy V.etnamese
refugees (Christian, Wolfram and Hatfield 1983), we analyzed a number of repre-
sentative phonological and grammatical features and suggested that although the
English spoken by the Vietnamese (referred to as Vietnamese English) is moving
toward a standard model of English, there are phonological and grammatical
features which may remain in their spoken language system due to language
learning and language transfer processes. One of these features is unmarked
tense, the use of non-past forms in contexts in which past tense marking is
required in standard English.

The analysis of tense marking patterns in second language acquisition con-
texts is important on both a theoretical and descriptive level. On a theoreti-
cal level, the analysis of this feature serves as a test case for models of
L2 acquisition, including the input of the L1 system to the interlanguage
system, the investigation of the interlanguage system itself, the utilization of

12



language learning strategies, and the influence of the socio-cultural and socio-
linguistic context on L2 acquisition. Although there are a number of L2
acquisition models (e.g. Dulay and Burt 1974a; Corder 1975; Schumann 1978;
Krashen 1978, 1981), several unresolved issues remain which can best be
approached via the detailei examination of specific interlanguage structures,
such as tense marking.

On a desceriptive level, several studies of tense marking patterns have been
conducted (e.g. Larsen-Freeman 1975; Frith 1977; Godfrey 1980). Hcwever, more

comprehensive empirical studies are needed, which examine variable patterns in
both the spoken and written mediums, and investigate language usage in a com-
munity setting.

We have conducted this research study in an attempt to address some of the
issues pertinent to the investigation of tense marking in second language
acquisition contexts. Some of these are: How do lower-level (phonological and
grammatical) constraints influence tense marking patterns in spoken language?
Are spoken and written language tense marking patterns isomorphic? How do
discourse level constraints contribute to thes: patterns? What effect does the

sociolinguistic context have on the acquisition of tense marking?

Illustrations of Unmarked Tense

3 ..f,.. .....,. .,,,

Before proceeding to our analysis of tense marking, it is important to
explain how we define this notion. An example of unmarked tense occurs when a
verb which would be marked for tense in mainstream dialects of English is used
in its non~past form. In the English verb system, tense is marked on the first
element of the verb phrase, that is, either on the verd if there are no auxil-
iaries, or on the first auxiliary in the phrase. To illustrate the various
realizations of tense unmarking, we have extracted examples from our spoken

data:




i ik NN S5 N S0 JER W BN
.

'

(Na.
b.

C.

(2)a.
b.

c.

(3)a.

b.

Ce.

(B)a.

bl

(5)a.

b.

C.

Main Verbd

At that time a hamburger look really big. (43:4)
I arrive here August 12, 1976. (46:1)

Before I went to school, and after I finish school I find a job.
1 go to work., (78:2)

Main Verb be/ be+ing Progressive

My father uh - before 1975, he is a federal employee. (73:6)
People didn't know who we are and they wouldn't help us. (76:9)
But we didn't get all that they are planning to have, we did have
good soil...(91:16)

Main Verd have/ have + en Perfective

In the year seventy-eight, we do have international club, we have
Vietnamese club. (76:6)

When we come to in United States, we go uh, we have a sponsor in
Marassas. (78:9)

I know all the street after six months I have been here. (27:5)

do auxiliary

...and T went to Falls Church and I didn't know anything about ESL.
I don't know what it was... (51:27)

First, yeah, 1 don't want to because I lost all my friend and all
kind of stuff. (65:9)

...don't rave food for eat, don't have water for drink. Three day
look 1ike that. Right now I still scare about that. (83:15)
(Deseribing trip to U.S.)

Modal will/ can

I can speak very little then and still I can communicate with
them. (43:7)

It was going like this, really far. And you can hear, I mean, you

can see it. (57:8)

Because when 1 just came I don't know where I will send my baby and
she very small and my mother take care of her..,. (83:2)

14
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When some of these examples are examined, it is obvious that tense unmarking
is a variable rather than a categorical phenomenon. For example, in (1e¢), (2b)
and (2c) both marked and unmarked forms occur in the same utterance. Our analy-
sis in the following chapters focuses on patterns of variation, and the factors
that influence that variation.

In our investigation of unmarked tense, we utilize a number of factors to
determine whether or not past tense marking would be required in standard
English. One of these factors is the presence of a temporal adverb in the con-
text of the verb, which indicates reference to past time, as in (3a). In other
examples, agreement of past tense marking (with other verbs in the context) is
required in standard English, as in (4a). Finally, at times the discourse con-
text requires the use of past tense marking, as in (4¢), which is a portion of a
narrative describing the subject's trip to the United States. For some instan-
ces in our data, we could not determine whether or not past tense marking should

have been used. We chose not to tabulate these indeterminant cases.

Vietnamese Community

The locus of our study is the Vietnamgse community in Northern Virginia.
This area, directly across the Potomac River from Washington, DC, includes
Arlington County, Fairfax County and the cities of Falls Church and Alexandria.
The community is described in detail in Christian, Wolfram and Hatfield (1983),
so we will only summarize briefly its characteristics here.

Prior to 1975 there were few Vietnamese living in the United States, and
there was virtually no established community of Vietnamese (Haines et al 1981).
After the Viet Cong took over Saigon (now Ho Chi Minh City) in April 1975,
Vietnamese refugees began to move into the Washington, DC area, many of whom
were sponsored by Americans who had been involved in business or government jobs

in South Vietnam. Scme of those arriving in 1975 had Vietnamese relatives or
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friends living in the area. The number of Vietnamese residing in the Washing-

ton, DC area has grown steadily since that time. An August 1983 article in the
Washington Post estimated that there were at that time 18,000 to 20,000

Vietnamese in the Washington area (Moore and Dumas 1983), and the population has
probably increased somewhat since then.

The Vietnamese residing in Northern Virginia tend to be from a more privie
leged background (economically, educationally, and socially) than some of the
Vietnamese who settled in other regions of the United States. This is particu-
larly true of those who arrived in this country between 1975 and 1977. Those
who left Vietnam since 1978 and have settled in the area fled Vietnam more often
for economic reasons than political reasons, and were less educated than those
who came earlier.

There is a dense concentration of Vietnamese refugees in some areas of
Northern Virginia. Some of the factors contributing to this concentration are
low=-cost housing and the need to have access to public transportation. This
concentration of Vietnamese refugees has encouraged the maintenance of both
Vietnamese cultural values and the Vietnamese language among community members,
although both American values and English monolingualism have made in-roads in
the community.

Some of the Vietnamese cultural values are particularly important as
influences on the acquisition of English by the refugees generally, and have
implications for the acquisition of English tense-marking patterns specifically.
One of the main factors determining Vietnamese cultural values is the ethical
system, derived to a large extent from Confucianism. One component of this
system is reverence for teachers and a strong emphasis on learning. Teachers
are revered and respected by both parents and children, and are ranked just

below kings and above fathers in the honor structure. This respect for teachers
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has been maintained by many of the Vietnamese students who are now in schools in
the United States. Their attitudes towards learning are quite positive, and
many Vietnamese students are industrious, spending long hours studying. The
Indochinese learning style tends to be based on acquiring knowledge from books
rather than through practical experience. The emphasis is on taking notes,
memorizing them and reciting them verbatim in the classroom (Dam 1980; History
and Culture of Vietnam). This learning method may influence the acquisition of

some L2 language forms, including tense marking, with more importance placed on
rote learning versus the habituation of patterns.

Another Vietnamese cultural trait is to value hard work. As the Vietnamese
themselves report, they see the unique and positive aspects of their character
to be reliance on family, and the ability to work hard (Haines et al 1981).

This trait also contributes to the tendency of Vietnamese to industriously study
English and other school subjects.

Our description here of Vietnamese cultural traits is, of necessity, brief
and overly general. However, it provides some insight into what we believe to
be factors influencing the acquisition of English by the Vietnamese refugees who
participated in our study, as well as by implication, the other Vietnamese now
residing in the United States. We examine in later chapters the contribution

that these factors may make in the acquisition of English tense marking

patterns.

The Sample
Our study is based on both spoken data (tape-recorded interviews) and writ-

ten data (writing samples) collected from members of the Vietnamese community in
Northern Virginia. Our subjects were chosen to reflect several dimensions
important for research in second language acquisition. The characteristics of

the subjects for both the spoken and the written language study are described
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more fully in the following chapters, but will be summarized here.

The audio tape~-recorded interviews were done with 93 members of the
Vietnamese community. Four age groups were included to represent different ages
at which the subjects were exposed to English, as well as to represent various
stages in second language development as related to age. The first age group
(10-12 years) is one in which much language variation can be expected. The
second age group (15-18 years) is representative of speakers whose language
usage is normally influenced by peer group pressure to conform. The third age
group (20-26 years) represents those whose language usage is stabilizing
according to adult norms, and the .'ourth group (35-55 years) represents the
older adult language models which our younger speakers have in the Vietnamese
comrunity. These adults are expected to use Vietnamese much more extensively
than English, and, therefore, are expected to have the lowest amount of English
language proficiency of all of our speakers. It is important to mention that
many of the older people whom we contacted to request that they participate in
the study did not agree to do so. The reason that most gave for not par-
ticipating was that their English was not adequate to allow them to be inter-
viewed. Therefore, the older group is not a representative sample of the adults
in the community, but only of those who had enough confidence in their English
proficiency to participate in the interview. This probably led to some skewing
in the data, as this group appears more proficient in English than we would
expect a representative group of speakers their age to be.

In addition to the factor of age, our selection of speakers for the sample
was based on the length of time the subjects had spent in the United States.
Because not many of the Vietnamese refugees had had exposure to English prior to
their arrival, the length of residency (LOR) correlated highly with their actual

amount. of exposure to English. In our study we differentiated between those who
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had been in the United States for one to three years, versus four to seven years
at the time of the interview. Most interviews were conducted during 1982.

Both males and females were represented among all of the age levels and the
length of residency groups. By dividing subjects among each of these categories
we arrived at 16 cells; four age levels, two lengths of residency, and both
genders.

As mentioned before, we interviewed a total of 93 members of the Vietnamese
community. Some of the subjects were contacted through English-as-a-Second

Language (ESL) classes in elementary school, high schools and adult education
centers. However, most were contacted through their friends and relatives who
had already been interviewed, using an informal social network to identify the
pool of potential subjects. It should be noted that efforts were made to
exclude as subjects, community members who were from Vietnam but were ethnic
Chinese, in an attempt to eliminate the additional factor of having subjects
with Chinese as their native language. A subset of 32 interviews was chosen
for the analysis of tense marking in the spoken data (Chapter Three).

For the writing study, we collected over 50 writing samples from subjects 10
to 25 years of age, male and female, most of whom had been in the United States
from one to three years when the samples were collected. Some of the writers
were also subjects in the spoken language portion of our study, but we did not
attempt to control this relationship because of practical problems in data

collection.

Spoken and Written Data

In our research study the spoken data utilized were the tape-recorded inter-
views conducted with the subjects described above. The interviews were of the
type used in other sociolinguistic studies (e.g. Labov 1972; Fasold 1972;

Wolfram and Christian 1979). A questionnaire was devised which included topics
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such as life in Vietnam, life in the United States, comparisons of the two, and
language attitudes, maintenance and shift in the community (see Appendix A).
Because many of the questions used were in reference to past events, much speech
was elicited of the type which requires past tense marking in mainstream
dialects of English. Therefore, it served as excellent data for our study.

When we conducted our first study of the English used in the Vietnamese com-
munity (Christian et al 1983), we rated each of the 93 tapes from the interviews
on the basis of rapport of the speaker with the interviewer, quality of the
tape-recording, and amount of speech by the subject. Those with relatively high
ratings in each of the 16 cells were chosen for our first study,. Each tape used
in the analysis was typescripted in a preliminary way and then listened to by
the researchers for each instance of potential tense marking. The methodology
used in the spoken language study is described more thoroughly in Chapter Three.

The written language samples were collected from teachers in elementary and
high schools, and from adult education centers in the Northern Virginia area.
The writing samples included narratives, book reports, and stories. They are

analyzed in Chapter Five.

The Study

In Chapter Two through Chapter Six we report our research results on tense
marking in the spoken and written data. Chapter Two is a preliminary investiga-
tion of tense marking, based on an analysis of 16 tape-recorded interviews. In
this study a number of surface level constraints on tense marking are examined,
and a probe into discourse level constraints is initiated. In Chapter Three a
more broad-based study is undertaken, based on an analysis of 32 of the tape-

recorded interviews. In this chapter the investigation of surface level
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constraints is extended and refined. Chapter Four presents an analysis of
several representative spoken language narratives extracted from the interview
data. The analysis attempts to replicate several analytical approaches that
have been utilized in the discourse analysis of second language acquisition
data, while taking into account the analysis of surface level constraints under-
taken in previous chapters. Chapter Five discusses the surface and discourse

level constraints which were found to be operating in the written language
samples and compares these results with those found in our spoken language ana-

lysis. The final chapter, Chapter Six, discusses the implications of our
research for a model of tense marking in interlanguage and its relationship to
pedagogical instruction.

10
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CHAPTER TWO

A PRELIMINARY INVESTIGATION OF TENSE MARKING

There are few atructures in English L2 acquisition that
are more prominent than tense unmarking. Virtually all
profiles of L2 acquisition in English cite it as a prominent
characteristic of interlanguage (Burt and Kiparsky 1972;
Krashen 1982) and moat pedagogues conasider it a maj)or hurdle
to overcome in L2 learning. Furthermore, there is anple
evidence to asupport the concluamion that the characteristic
unmarking in sentences such as kast vear he take the boat or
Yesterday he is tired cen be found regardliess of the L1
background of the speaker (Dulay and Burt 1974a, 1974b;
Bailey, Madden, and Kraahen 197%). Itas status as an
interlanguage structure is relatively secure, and its
descriptive and pedagogical aignificance unchallenged.
Unfortunataly, it is sometimes assumed that the precise
distribution of unmarked tenae in interlanguage haa beean
established and only dasc . ptive refinements of its role are
required. MNost recently, these refinements have focused on
the role of tense marking in larger linguistic units, such as

the diacourse (Larsen-Freeman 1975; Godfrey 1980; Wolfaon

1682; Kumpf 1584), and aome higher lavel constraints on tense

marking have been offered. While this study does not dispute
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the poasibility of such constraints, the anpirical facta
suggest that the direction of theae studies is preanature, and
that & nusbar of surface level constraints must be considered
Prior to the iscletion of these higher level constraints.

The nature of thase relatively low level constraints shall be
conaidered here on the empirical basis of date collected from
ssveral diffearent subgroups of native Vietnamese speakers
learning English as an L2. After examining some of the
structural facts constraining the incidence of tenae marking
in L2 scquisition, we shall return to the quaestion of tonse
marking and higher level conatraints. Foxr this Praealiminary
investigation, only 16 of our subjects will be conaidered.

In our more extensive investigation in Chapter Three, the
sample will extended to 32 sudjects.

The L1 background of speakers in this sample represants
an inatance in which the netive lenguage differs narkadly
from the target system. In Vietnamese, tense marking is not
an obligatory category, and the timne-aspect of a given
sentence need not be marked ovaertly (Thompson 196%5:209).
Although Vietnamese has several particles that A8y mark
temporality, it has no systes of morphological tense narkin;
ranotely comparedble to English. It thus reapresents a syaten
whera the L1 and L2 are highly divergent at the point of
comparison rather than typologically similar. We certainly
have reason to believe that the dynamics of 1ntnrlaﬁguaga
tense marking will be comparadble regardlesas of the source

language, but choose to represent this more divergent rcase.
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Veriation in Tense Marking

Aa a atarting baais for our description of tenae
marking, we acknowladge that it ia a veriable phenomenon,
All of the apeskers have csses in which obligatory tense
marking in the target language is overtly marked for tense
and cases where it is unmarked. While we cannct pradict for
& given instance whether or not it will be marked for tenae,
our eampirical search will attampt to establiah ayastematic
constrainta which favor or inhibit the variable marking of
tonse, We will then propose that these constraints are an
sssential disension of the dynamic process of tanae marking
in interlanguage. In this approach, the study aligns itself
with the tradition of ‘variation theory’ within
sociolinguiatics (Labov 1969; Cadergren and Sankoff{ 1974;
Sankoff 1978), particularly as it has been applied to L2
Jearning situations (L. Dickerson 1975; W. Dickerson 1976;
Wolfram 1978). Thus, we appeal to a quantitative dimension of
variation aa the erpiricsl basis for establishing systematic

relationshipa of ‘more’ and ’leas’ with fluctuating forms.

regu
The most obvious case of structured variability in tense
marking, snd the one traditionally recognized in L2 studies
©of this phencomenon, is the distinction between segular and
irregular verb forms (Dulay and Burt 1974a.b; Krashen 1982).
NMost mtudies recognize that tense marking is favored with

irregular forms in the earlier stages of L2 learning. To
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confirm this pattern here, we have tabulated for esach subject
the instances of past tense merking for all regular and
irregular foras. The totals are given in Table 2.1, with a
sSumnary graph of the pattern by age and LOR in Figure 2.1.

In the graph, each point represents the verage for the two

speakers in that cell.

AGE SUB IRREGULAR REGULAR
Unm/Tot X Unm Unm/Tot X Unm

1-3 Year LOR

10-12 33 1687324 $1.9 59763 93.7
34 1417298 47.3 S6/61 91.8
15-18 39 126/290 41.4 76780 93,0
47 41/89 46.1 10713 76.9
20-2% 27 1167178 65.2 49751 86.1
o8 1237211 58.3 977100 97.0
35-55 24 16/23 €9.6 10710 100.0C
91 48/127 37.8 3s5/36 97.2
Total 77371540 50.2 3927414 94,7

4-7 Yearxr LOR

10-12 19 147242 5.8 25758 43.1
42 127131 9.2 6/23 26,1
15-18 29 187156 1.5 21726 80.8
80 13755 23.6 17724 70.8
20-25 77 437128 33.6 37742 88,1
89 3471903 33.0 26/27 96.3
35-55 74 32778 41.0 22724 91.7
79 8/32 25.0 7/ €3.6
Total 174/92%1 8.8 1617235 €8.5

Table 2,1 1Incidence of Unmarked Tense for Irregular and Regular
Verd Forms %
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The constraint of irregular versus regular is clearly
upheld in this study, as every speaker in the study,
regardless of age or LOR, demonstrates a praference for
marking irreguler forms. Thia conatraint on variability is
even operative for the youngest speakers who have been here
the longest, a group that is typically quite proficient in
English. There is little variation in this relationsh:,,

apparently regardleas of stage of L2 acquisition.

Phonological Convergence and Reguler Past Tense

Although aoat conaiderations of L2 learning have been
content to consider regular past tense forms as a unitary
atructural type, it is essential to examine regular
past tense forms further cn the basis of their different
rshonological ahapes. Thia is necessary beacause some shapes of
past tense formation may be subject to phonologically-based
deletion completely independent of gr-.amatical unmarking.

For example, one of the predominant phonological shapes that

rosults from the addition of a past tense suffix is a consonant

cluster. The /t/ or /d/ following a voiceless or voiced
consonant, as in /klst/ ’‘kissed’ or /rezd/ ’‘xaised’,
respactively, is a consonant cluster susceptidble to the
phonological process of cluster reduction. This phonological
process will result in a form such as /rex/ for ’‘raised’ or
/kIn/ for ‘kissed’ completely apart from the grammatical

process of unmarking. In fact, this process operates in many

16

27



dialects of English (cf. Wolfrem and Fasold 1574: 1293 Guy
1980:7), including atandard dialecta under certain
conditiona. The surface cutput is the same as those regular
forms unmarked for tense granmatically. L2 learners may also
be subject to this phonological process, particularly those
whose L1 does not have final clusters (Tarone 1980; Sato
1983). When we have a grammatical process and a phonological
proceas that independently produce the asame surface form we
have what is referred to as ‘convergent processes’(cf.
Wolfram 1964:34). In this study, the poasibility of
convargence is quite high, since the source language,
Vietnamese, has no word-final consonant clusters. Thus, a
given case asuch as /kIs/ for ‘hissed’ might result from the
phonological process of cluster reduction or the grammatical
process of tense unmarking.

The possible intersection of the phonolegical process
with the grammatical process to account for surface unmarking
can be documented by considering two festures that character-
ize phonologically derived forms (Fasold 1971). Typically,
phonological processes are sensitive to surrounding
Phonological contexts. It has been found that cluster
reduction is favored when the following word begins with a
consonant as opposed to & non~consonant, in most cases a
following vowel (i.e.kjigsced mpe will become /kis mi/ more

often than kissed it will become /kls It/)(lLabov 1569;
Wolfram and Fasold 1974). To examine the relationship of

this constraint for tense marking in our sample, we have
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tabulated the past tense clusters on the basis of this

breakdown. The figures are given in Table 2.2 and Figure 2.2,

AGE SUBJECT FOLLOWING NON-CONS FOLLOWING CONS
Unm/Tot % Unm Una/Tot xUnn

1-3 Year LOR

10-12 33 27730 80.0 18718 100.0
34 34/37 81.9 11711 100.0
15-18 39 32733 97.0 26/27 96.3
47 7/7 100.0 2/2 100.0
20-~25 27 19719 100.90 14714 100.0
S8 : 30/31 96.8 18718 100.0
35-%55 24 4/4 100.0 2/2 100,0
91 10711 90.9 19719 100.0
TOTAL 1637172 94.8 1107111 99.1

4-7 Yeaxr LOR

10~12 19 7/22 31.8 12713 92.3

42 Ssi8 27 .8 /3 33.3

15-18 29 8/10 80.0 575 100.0

- S0 4/8 $0.0 10711 90.9
20-29 77 18720 90.0 8/9 100.0

89 10710 100.0 575 100.0

35-55 74 S/77 71.4 $/9 100,0

79 3/5 €0.0 2/2 100.0

TOTAL 607100 60.0 49733 92.5

Table 2.2 Unmarked Past Tense on Regular Forms Involving Final
Clusters; By Following Environment
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An interesting pattern is obaerved in Table 2.2 and
Figure 2.2. Although all groups tend to faver past tenae
absence whan the cluster is followed by & consonant, the
strength of the constraint is most obvious for the 4-7 year
LOR. While the role of the phonological process cannot be
ignored at any atage of acquisiticn, it appears that it takea
on an incressed role vis-a-vis the grammatical process as
overall proficiency increases. In the incipient stages, the
Processes may converge, with the grammatical process taking
precedence, while in the latter atages the phonological
process takes on increased aignificance.

The aecond characteristic of phonological processes is
that they apply to certain phonological shapes regardless of
Srammaticeal function. When phonological proceases affect
grammatical forms, we expect the process to occur as well
with parallel phonological forms not having a gramsatical
function. For example., if the process of cluster reduction
affects past tense forms such as /kIst/ and /rezd/, we
expect it to apply to lexical clusters such as /1Ist/ “list’
or /wind/ ‘wind’ as well. To examine this relationship, we
have broken down cluster reduction in Table 2.3 and Figure
2.3 in terms of ‘lexical’ (i.e. monomorphemic) and past tense
(i.e. bimorphemic) cluasters. For this tabulation, we
consider only clusteras that are followad by s vowel, to
control for the effect of the following phonological context.

Only the firat 20 instances of lexical clusters are tabulated

for each subject.
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AGE SUBJECT LEXICAL CLUSTERS PAST CLUSTERS
Abs/Tot X Abs Unm/Tot X Unnm

1-3 Year LOR

10-12 33 14720 70.0 27730 0.0
34 18720 $0.0 34737 91.9
15-18 38 13714 92.9 32/33 87.0
47 177,20 85.0 777 100.0
20-25 27 17720 85.0 19719 100.0
se 17718 94.4 30/31 96.8
35-85 24 10716 62.5 /4 100.0
81 18720 80.0 10711 20.9
TOTAL 1247148 83.8 1637172 95.9

4-7 Year LOR

10~-12 19 11720 $5.0 7722 31.8
42 10720 50.0 S718 27.8
15~18 29 13718 72.2 8710 80,0
50 17720 85,0 q/8 S50.0
20-25 77 14720 70.0 18/20 80.0
89 19/20 85.0 10710 100.0
35-85 74 18720 $0.0 S/7 7.4
79 13715 86.7 3/5 60.0
TOTAL 1157153 75.2 60/100 63,9

Table 2.3 Comparison of Lexical Cluster Reduction and Past Tense
Unmarking for Past Tense Clusters
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Table 2.3 and Figure 2.3 substantiate the unity of the
phonological process of cluster reduction in this sample
since both lexical and past tense clustera are affected by
Teduction., At the same time, the distribution pattern
supportas the fact that dboth the phonolegical and grammatical
processes converge to account for surface tense unmarking.
Research among groups of native speakers of Engliah has shown
that in cases where a phonological process is the exclusive
explanation for the absence of a grammatical marker, the
process is more fraquently applied to lexical than to
grammatical-sarking forms (Wolfram 1573; Guy 1980). For the
the 1-3 year LOR group in our sample, howaver, the converse
pattern is found. That is, there is more surface reduction
on past tense forms than lexical cluaters. This is
attridbutadble to the fact that grammatically~-based tense
unmarking and phonological reduction are operating in an
additive way. With more fluent speakers, as rapresaented by
the 4-7 LOR group, lexical clusters tend to be reduced more
frequently than past tense forms. This again suggests that
the gramratical proceas takes precedence in the sarlier
stages, and the phonological procass increases in importance
in the later stages. Neither can be ignored, but they may
take on different roles as L2 acquisition proceeds.

The process of cluster reduction is not the only
possible acurce for convergent Processes in ragular paast
tense. Final /d/ singletons, as in /sted/ ‘stayed’ or /frid/s

‘freed’, may also be subject to a convergent phonologiceal
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Procass since the source language dces not have an iaomorphic
correspondence for English word-fimal /d/ singleton.
Howaver, it does have a voiceless counterpart /t/, which
nakes the two syatess closer for final s/d/ than they are for
final consenant cluaters. 1In Table 2.4 and Figure 2.4, we
have tabulated the incidence of /d/ for regular past tense
forms (e.g. /sted/ ‘stayed’) and lexicel /d/ (e.g. /DEd/
‘bed’,/led/ ‘load’), similar to the way we did for the
consonant clusters mentionad above. In our tabulation, we
consider only the distinction between the absence of /d/ and
non-abaence. This means that the voicelaeas counterpart of
/d/, asome phonnﬁic form of /t/ (typically an unreleased stop
(t'] or glottal {?1), is considered as /d/ presance. This
ssess appropriate since the /t/ realization of target
language g would still phonetically mark past tense. 1In
other worda, items such as /atet/ for ‘atayed’ ox /fxit/ for
‘freed’ would ba classified as past tense even though a
voiceless correspondence is produced. In our tabulation, only

. the first 25 instances of lexical /d/ are tabulated for each

subject.
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AGE

10-12

15-18

20-29

35-55

TOTAL

10-12

15-18

20-25

35-55

TOTAL

SUBJECT LEXICAL ¢

Abs/Tot X Abs

1-3 Year LOR

33 7725 28,0
34 /25 16.0
39 4/25 16.0
47 /25 12.0
27 8/2% 32.0
S8 7714 0.0
24 2716 12.5
91 12725 48.0
477180 26.1

4~7 Year LOR

19 4725 16.0
Q2 4/18 22.2
29 13,23 56.5
50 7/25 28.0
77 €/25 16.0
89 12725 48.0
74 2/8 25.0
79 10725 40.0
S6/7174 32.2

PAST TENSE ¢

Unm/Tot

13714
11713

12714
0/2

14716
17719

171
/S

73/84

1/9
071

779
1/2

S/5
9/9

2/2
2/4

27/41

X Unm

92.9
84.6

85.7
0.0

87.5
89.%

100.0
100.0

86.9

gn} | od
N O
. B

O OR

300.0
100.0

100.0
80.0

€5.9

Table 2.4 Comparison of d Singlaton Absence on Lexical Versus

Past Tense d.
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Table 2.4 indicates that laxical /d/ absence is much
leas prominent than paat tense /d/ absence, although it does
oceur to soms extent among all groups. Since lexical /d/
deletion is consistently lower than past tense /d/ abaence,
we may conclude that the grammatical process of unaarking is
auch more prominent than the phonological source. This is
not meant to discount the phonological effect completely, but
8inply to put its potential role in poerxapactive.

Finally, we ahould mention something ebout the third
Phonelogical shape of the past tense morpheme, the so-called
‘long form’ /Id/, which is attached to forms ending in an
alveclar stop, such as /redld/ ‘raided’ or /tritlid/
‘treated’. Although we do not have many potential csses of
long forms in our corpus, we observe that sbsence of these
past. tense forms is Quite high, with 88 per cent (15 cut of
17 potential cases) absent for the 1-3 year LOR group and 61
per cent (25 out of 41) for the 4-7 year LOR group, By
contrast, phonoclogical tranafer on lexicsl /Id/ foras
(@.g./stupld/ ‘estupid’, /h ndrId/ ‘hundred’) is quite
infrequent (only 5 out of 43 cases for the 1-3 LOR group
revealed deletion). For long forms, it is difficult to argue
that convergence from phonological transfer ia operating to
any axtent., We are now ready to compare the three differant
phonological shapes of the regular past tense form with each
other and with the irragular past tense forms. The overall
figures of absence are given in Figure 2,5, ignoring for this
purpose the constraint of the follewing phonologicsl context

for clusters and /d/ singleton.
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Figure 2.5 supports the conclusion that, regardless of
phonological shape, reduction with regular forms occurs aore
frequently than with irregular foras. The relationship also
holds regardless of LOR. This general pattern is, of course,
supported in the literature on first and sacond language
acquisition (e.g. Brown 1973:311-312; Schumsnn 1976: 39), and
is probably related to relative roles of rote semorizestion
(with irragular forms) and cognitive pattern acquisition
(with regular forms). BSut there also nay be differences in
the extent of tenae marking within regular forms based on
phonological shape. It does not appear to be pure chance
that unmarking in past tenaes forss involving clusters is more
frequent than that for /d/ singletons, given the general
prominence of the cluster reduction transfer proceas. The
ralatively high abasence rate for the long forms asess to bde
vasted in the ‘natural’ ordering of the acquisition of long
forms (cf. Berko 19%58; Neotalicio and Natalicio 1971) after
the ‘short’ forms rather than transfer. The agsential point
is that we aust consider the regular forms in terms of their
different phonological shapes and environments.
Realiatically, it appears that phoneclogical tranafer
Processes and generalized learning strategies reletsd to both
phonological and gramsatical facts will have = systeaatic

effact on surface tense unmarking.

29

. b



- - T ,, A R S 2 - - - . - Aot I B T A A O+ A S

Yorjotion in JIrresulax Vecbs

In our exasination of the reguler past tense formss, we
treated the irregular forms as if there ware no systematic
variation among subclasses of irregular forma. We are now
at a point where we must challenge this assumption to see if
it is empirically justified (cf. Hakuta 1976: 335). And, if
it is not justified, are there effects that aystematically
constrain varistion among different irregular forms?

As a atarting point, we can examine irregular verb typas
by simply looking at the tense marking patterns for five of
the most frequantly occurring irrsgular verbs in our corpus.
Frequently occurring forms include he (both copula and
auxiliary whieh'carry tense), have (both the main verd and
auxiliary), gdo (or the negative don’t)., come., and 0. All of
thess are high-freguency irregular verba, although their
OCCUrrance in our COrpus in sSome instances nay be a function

of the type of interview and the topica under discussion. In

Table 2.5 we have tabulated the incidence of unmarked past tense

for each of thase verbs for the 16 subjects in our study.
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AGE SUBJECT BE HAVE COME GO DO

Unm/Tot Unm/Tot Unm/Tot Unm/Tot Unm/Tot

1-3 Year LOR

10-12 33 0s47 31’38 16/28 4/40 1631
34 1780 20 20 19719 15719 2/27
15-18 39 24/32 37/38 6/44 1/4 9/50
47 4718 16/18 1712 -~ 4/15
20-2%5 27 11721 14716 8712 19724 11736
S8 7713 52/56 3721 S/6 8/17
35-55 24 3/6 2/2 1/1 3/6 -
a9 7/39 19/22 /8 /7 0/19
TOTAL $7/2%¢6 191/207 36/145 477106 807195
X Unlarkﬁd 22,3 92.3 38:6 44.3 25.6

4-7 Year LOR

10-12 19 1/87 0713 178 1/29 2/18
42 0/45% 17198 02 1717 3/11
i5-18 29 2/5% 10/25 0s1 /19 /15
S0 3/6 2/4 o/1 C/13 /7
20-25 77 5736 11714 57138 6/14 4/14
. 89 1/39 6/13 Or1 12717 4/14
35-55 74 15731 172 0/6 2/3 0/1
79 0/3 /5 0s7 /2 /2
TOTAL 277302 35/91 6/39 23/114 14782
X Unmarked 8.9 38.%5 15.4 20,2 17.1

Table 2.5 Unmarked Tense for Five Froquently Occurring Irregular
Verbs
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Table 2.5 suggests that the assumption of uniformity with
respect to irregular verb forms is not vetified. At the
upper end of the unmarking scale is the form have., and at the
lower end is be. The cobserved difference raises several
important queations for the atudy of variation. One
important queation ias whether these patterns are consistent
anong different individuals within groups. In other words,
do the overasll group scores accurately portray an individual
speaker’s beshavior? Another essential question concerns the
linguistic patterning of the observed variation. Are the
differences between items organizable on some basis baeyond
particular lexical itess, or are they aimply lexical
constraints?

In order to investigate the guestion of individual
versus group patterning, we can exanine seversl cases of
individual variation. This is done in Figures 2.6 and 2.7,
where we have charted the distribution of unmarked tense by
verb fora for one spesker from each of the cells of the
sample., Different oraphic representations are given for

speakers in the 1-3 LOR and 4-7 LOR groups.
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Figures 2.6 and 2.7 show a disparate picture of
varistion for the five different lexical items reprasented,
There appear to be some consistent pattearns across
individuals, but alao some obvicus cases of individual
variation. For exasple, have is consistently the item with
the highest incidence of unmarking. At the aame time, tense
unmarking for pe is typically, but not uniformly low. At
tines, the individual variation seems dramatic, particularly
for speskers in the 1-3 LOR group. Thus, Subject 33 has a
high fraquency of unmarking for cone., but low frequency for
80, whereas Subject 58 ahows the opposite pattesrn. 1In the
4~7 LOR group, a leveling of individual differences ssems to
take place. We conclude that, in the beginning astages of L2
acquisition, the choice of irregular forms for tense marking
may be somewhat selective and individualistic, but more
consistent patterns are found as the acquisitional process
continues.

In looking at the dominant., if not exceptionleas,
patterns that emerge in the 4~7 LOR period, we may ask if
there is a unifying principle that helps explain a pattern in
which have unmarking remains conasistently high and pe low?
As it turns out, the five lexical itess we have tabuleted in
Table 2.5 represent four distinct types of irregular tense
formation. Although there are certainly & variety of ways in
which irregular forms might be classified (@e.g. Hoard and
Sloat 1973: Quirk and Greenbaum 1873), any reasgonable account
will recognize at least the following categories of irregular

formation: 1) suppletive forms such as i8/was and go/went:
34
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2) internal vowel changes, such as comn/came and git/gat: 3)

internal vowel changes plus a regular suffix as in go/did or

ksep/kepts 42 final consonant replacement, such as have/had
oxr pake/made.

in Table 2.6, the incidence of unmarking for

all irregular verb foras in our corpus is given by individual

specker, and Figure 2.8 representa the overall figures for

the 1-3 and 4-7 LOR groupa.

AGE

10-12

15-18

20-25

35-5%5

TOTAL

i10-12

15-18

20-2%5

35-55

TOTAL

Table

SUBJ REPLACIVE

33
34

39
47

27
S8

24
81

19
42

29
S0

77
8%

74
79

Una/Tot x

38742 90.5
23/23 100.0

38739 97.4
17719 89%.5

20/23 87.0
60/64 93.8

2/2 100.0
21/24 87.5

219/236 92.8

1714 7
1716 6
7

30/27 3
2/9 50

15718 83.3
10717 58.8

4/5 80.0
S/6 83.3

487107 44.9

SUFF/VOWEL

Unm/Tot K

1-3 Yeaar LOR

S0/88 %S6.8
42785 49.4

287115 24.1
14728 $S0.0

26/53 49%9.1
20/56 3%.7

0o/3 0.0
2/27 7.4

182/45S 40.0

4-7 Year LOR

S5/48 10.4
8741 19.5
1/24 4.2
1716 6.3
7/31 22.6
4714 28.6
2/7 28.6
077 0.0
287188 14.9

INT,

VOWEL

Unma/Taet x

767107 71.0

60/91

24/99
6/24

40/57
31,72

6/6
11/30

6€5.9

24.3
23.0

70.2
43.1

100,90
36.7

2547486 52.3

6/65
2/12

4/31
7/16

10729
7716

9/32
3714

28.1
21.4

48/215 22.3

SUPPLETIVE

Unm/Tot &

/87
16/9%

30/36
/18

30/49
12/719

6/12
7/46

109/362

2/1.6
1/62

3/74
3/19

11750
13/%56

17/34
/5

50/416

2.6 Unmarked Tense for Four Types of Irregular Verbs
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On the basis of Table 2.6 and Figure 2.8, we can
conclude that irreguler verd type is a constraint on the
incidence of unmarked tense. Although we aust allow for aome
individual veriation, given the lexical selectivity found in
the 1-3 year LOR group, we apparently have isclated a
conatroint in which unmarking for replacive forms is greater
than internal vowel change, which, in turn, is greater than
internal vowel change plus suffix, which, in turn, is greatexr
than suppletive forss. This hierarchy appears to correlate
with & principle of phonetic distance in the past irregular
formation, with final replacive conaonants the least and

suppletive forms the most distant. This ‘principle of

saliency’ may be stated as follows: the more distant
Don-pnat, the more likely it will be marked for tense. We

coution that there is some individual deviation from this
ordering, particularly in the earlier stages of acquisition,
where selectivity in the rote learning of irregular forms is
highlighted, but the principle captures an apparent tendency
which exerts more pressure as the acquisitional process
proceads.

One additional tabulation has been undertaken related to
tense marking and irregular verd forms, this one related to
verb frequency. It is recalled here that the verd forms
chosen for our original tabulation were high fraquency items
in the corpus. Because they are high frequency itess, we

want to see if they are typical of the verb classes they
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represent. Thus, we have undertaken a tabulation in which we
separate from other items in the class the particular lexical
iteas chosen for replacives, internal vowel chango, and vowel
pPlus suffix change. We have not dene this for auppletives,
since go and be sre, for all practical purposes, the only
itema in the clasas. Overall figures are given for each of

thesa verd subclesses in Table 2.7.

REPLACIVE INT.VOWEL SUFF/VOVEL,
Unm/Tot X Una Una/Teot X Unm Unm/Tot X Unm

1-3 Year LOR

Frequent 191/207 92,3 567145 38.6 50/19% 25.6
Other 28729 96.6 198/341 58.1 1327260 50.8
4-7 Year LOR
Frequent 35/91 38.5 6/39 15.4 14/82 17.1

Other 13716 81,3 82/176 23.9 147106 13.2

Table 2.7 Incidence of Unmarked Tense for Fragquent versus Other
Irregular Verbs
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With one exception (do versus othexr internal change plus
suffix verbs for the 4-7 year group), the data support an
hypothesis that frequently eoccurring irregular verd forms
will be marked for tense more often than their infrequent
counterparts. We are not certain at this point as to how
strong the frequency conatraint is in relation to other

constraints, but it is apparent that it cannot be ignored.

Jense Merkina apd Higher Level Constraints

In the previous sactions, we have shown that there are
8 number of constraints on the variability of tense marking,
including whether the form is regular or irregular, the
shape of the regular form, its phonologicsl context, the
shape of the irregular past formation, and even the raelative
frequency of the irregular form. We are now ready to
consider the possibibility of higher leavel constraints on
tense unaarking as suggested in recent studies (e.9.Godfrey
1980; Wolfson 1982). For ocur discussion here, we shall Jjust
take a sample case of one of ocur speakers, since our goal is
to show that surface constraints cannot bde ignored in the
consideration of higher level constraints rather than to
focus on the enalysis of theaa higher level constraints pPer se.

In Figure 2.9, we indicate tha continuity of tense
marking for a narrative produced by Subject 39, one of the
Primary speakers considered in the previous tabulations of
tense unmarking. Our previous tabulationa did not érganizo

potential cases on the basis of discourse. In this

39



tabulation, we ahow the sequencing of tanses throughout the
narrative. This will give us an idea of sequencing and
continuity in tense marking and unmarking within the
narrative. 1In addition, we have broken the narrative down on
the basis of different episcdes. identified as A through H.
Ve attempted to follow the somewhat loose eriteria specified
for such divisions (Wolfson 1982)., This will give us an
indication of how tense marking patterns might correlate with
episcde boundaries. Following the distribution of tense
sequencing within the narrative, we give a tabulation of
tense marking based on sose of the Ad)Or constraints we have
imsolated, including the distinction between regular and

irregular and the different types of irregulaxr foras.
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Qur firat glance at the distribution of tense in the
narrative auggests that there may be some serializing of the
tense marking. Furthermore, several of the shifts in the
series do occur ot or close to apisode boundaries. However,
wvhen we look at the tabulations for the different varb foras,
we find reletionshipas thet are difficult to ignore. The
difference between regular and irregular is very proainent,
a8 are some of the lexical choices. Thus, the speaker has
practically all cases of don’t marked for pest tense while
leaving be unmarked, with a similar contrast for Qome and
bave. In examining the placement of these forms in the
narrative, it is difficult see them merely as & function of
episcdic or conﬁtnuity shifts. In fact, the cases of djidn’t
ara found predominantly in contexts wvhere the surrounding
forms are unmarked for tense. It thus appears that in thia
instance, the distribution of tense marking in the discourse
is more constrained by the surface conaiderationa than
factors of diascourse. While this is only one instance. the
impreasive regularity and replicability of the surface
constraints throughout the corpus suggest that this narrative
is more than an illustrative, hand-picked casze. In Chapters
Four and Five we shall exasmine higher level constraints in
more detail to determine if this finding is characteristic of
other speakers or idicsyniractic. At this point, it appears
that the surface constraints are the essential factor

accounting for variability in this L2 ecquisition .ontext.
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conclusion

The preceding discusaion has demonstrated that tenae
marking can be a highly variable phenomenon and that there
are a number of surface constraints that may ayatenatically
affect this variability. In addition to the generally
acknowledged variable of regular versus irregular foras,
there are constraints related to the phonological form of
regular or irregular, the phonolegical context, and the
frequancy of the varb form. Furthermore. there is a lexical
dimension that has to be recognized at some atages of
acquisition. The overall picture of systemat.c variability
that is suggeated is fairly complex, although the conatraints
in most casea are fairly obvious, natural onas that have been
substantiated in other varistion atudies (Labov 1969: Wolfram
and Fasold 19743 Guy 1980),

While the concern with surface lavel constraints
suggests obvious cautions for the study of tense marking on a
discouras level, it ahould not ba taken as a rejection of the
consideration of desper or higher level organization in
interlanguage tense marking. In fact, another atudy (Wolfram
1984) showed that unmarked tense could be fossilized in L2
acquisition as an aspectual marker found in certain kinds of
discourses, and there is reason to believe that some of the
discourse constraints suggested by Godfrey (1980) and Kump?

(1984) are reasonable hypotheses. But the focus on higher
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level considerations cannot afford ¢o ignore the obvious
surface contraints and, at least, control for them in tne
examination of discourse. Indeed, we expect the unraveling
Picture of tense marking in interlanguage to involve an array
of factors ranging from the lower to the higher levels of
linguistic organization, and we ahall examine aone of these
in subsequent chapters. The snalysis of low-level
constraints hardly seems like an unreasonabdle starting point
for the systemstic atudy of variability in tense marking, and
a more extensive study of highar level linguistic
organization will have to reconcile itself to the kinds of

systemstic contraints uncovered here before procaading to

higher levels.
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CHAPTER THREE

TENSE MARKING VARIABILITY IN SPOKEN LANGUAGE
Introduction

In this chapter we analyze tense marking in the spoken English data gathered
in the Vietnamese community in Northern Virginia. The constraints considered
are regular versus irregular verbs, the three types of regular verbs (formed by
a/t/, /d/, or /I1d/ suffix), five frequently ocourring irregular verbs, and the
various forms of irregular verbs. The tabulations used in the analysis extend
those completed in our preliminary study (Christian, Wolfram and Hatfield 1983),
in which the spoken data for sixteen subjects was examined for patterns of tense
marking. In this study tabulations for sixteen additicial subjects have been
undertaken., The 32 subjects are evenly distributed throughout our four age
levels (10-12; 15-18; 20-26; and 35-55), and are divided equally between the two
levels of length of residency (LOR) in the United States (1-3 and 4-~7 years) and
both sexes. The distribution is as follows:

Age Group 1=-3 Years LOR 4~7 Years LOR
S¢ Age Sex St Age Sex
10=-12 1 10 M 19 11 M
16 12 M Q2 10 M
33 12 F 42 11 F
34 10 F 57 12 F
15-18 37 17 M 29 15 M
84 16 M 43 16 M
39 15 F 50 15 F
y7 17 F 51 16 F
20-26 27 20 M T7 24 M
58 24 M 89 23 M
83 25 F 65 22 F
87 26 F 76 20 F
35-55 24 45 M T4 39 M
73 37 M 79 50(?) M
91 36 F R4 37 F
93 4o F 78 33 F
Table 3.1. Sample
i5
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For each of these subjects a typescript of the taped interview was prepared.
However, the typescript itself was not intended to be used as primary data, but
as an aid to analysis. 1In order to analyze each of the tapes for tense marking,
we listened to each tape using the typescript simrly as a reference guide in our
extraction. For each instance of a verdb which was judged to require past tense
marking in a mainstream dialect of English, a notation was made on the

typescript and then the verd was scored for the absence (0Q) or presence (1) of
tense marking. These scores were later tabulated on data sheets in preparation

for quantitative analysis. Occurrences which were indeterminate were not
included in the tabulations. Two types of indeterminancy occurred: (1) whether
or not the verb was a potential case for tense marking, and (2) whether or not a
verb was actually marked for past tense. At times it was impossible to deter-
mine whether or not a verb was a potential case for tense marking because of
factors such as the absence of adverbial co-occurrence or the inability to
determine whether or not the topic being described was habitual or in the past.
Indeterminancy as to whether or not a form was marked for past tense resulted
from such factors as background noise on the tape, overlapping speech, dif-
ficulty in hearing the speaker, or phonological contexts (e.g. homorganic con-
texts such as "walked down").

Half of the tapes were analyzed by Wolfram and half by Hatfield. Because
our individual analyses were to be combined for the study, we performed inter-
rater reliability studies on two tapes in order (1) to determine whether or not
both investigators agreed as to which verbs would require past tense marking in
mainstream dialects of English, and (2) to establish whether or not the forms
agreed upon as requiring past tense marking were transcribed as marked or
unmarked. The two subjects for which inter-rater reliability studies were done

were a 10-year old male who had been in the United States seven years at the
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time of the interview (Subject # 92), and a 17-year old male who had been in the
United States two years at the time of the interview (Subject # 37). The
following table shows the results of the reliability studies:

Subject # 92 Subject # 37
No. of occurrences
both W, & H. scored 167 194
as either marked or
unmarked
No. with same 160 189
score
No. with different T 5
score
% of agreement 95.8 97.4
No. W. scored 13 53
H. did not score
No. H. scored 7 40

W. did not score
Table 3.2. Results of Inter-rater Reliability Studies

As is shown in Table 3.2, for both subjects there was a high number of
occurrences (167 and 194 respectively) which both investigators judged should
have been marked for past tense by the speaker and which both designated as
either marked or unmarked for tense. Out of these occurrences, there was a high
level of agreement for both subjects as to whether or not these verbs were
marked for tense (95.8% - Subject # 92; 97.4% -~ Subject # 37). There were very
few examples of verbs in this category for which the investigators disagreed
about marking (7 - Subject # 92; 5 ~ Subject # 37). It should be noted that
the tape of Subject # 92 was one of the most difficult in the sazmple to analyze
due to the poor quality of the tape (background noise), as well as the low

English language proficiency level of the speaker. We considered a high
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agreement level for this tape, in particular, to ... a good indication that our
individual judgments were reliable.

There were some verbs which one of the investigators scored as marked or
unmarked for tense, but the other did not (see Table 3.2 above)., Some of these
verds involved forms which both investigators judged to require past tense
marking, but chose not to score for listener perception reasons (e.g. phonologi-

cal context or difficulty in hearing the speaker). Other verd occurrences in
this category were not scored because they were judged to be indeterminate as to

whether or not they should be past tense forms because of unclear time
reference, lack of adverbial co-occurrence, and other reasons related to tense
marking flexibility in mainstream English.

In addition to performing the overall inter-rater reliablility studies, we
tatulated the percentages of tense marking for irregular and regular verbs by
the two investigators, as shown in Table 3.3. This table includes all verbs
designated to require tense marking in the mainstream varieties of English, in-
cluding modals which were tabulated separately in the analysis described below.

Sub ject # 92 Subject # 37
Wolfram Hatfield Wolfram Hatfield
Unm/T $ Un/T % Unm/T % Unm/T %
Irregular Verbs 14/140 10.0 9/141 6.4 139/193 72.0 125/182 68.7
Regular Verbs 30740 75.0 22/38 57.9 54/57 O4.7 50/54 92.6

Table 3.3. Incidence of Unmarked Tense for Subjects in
Reliability Studies, by Rater

With one exception, there was fairly high agreement on the overall figures
for marking. The one discrepancy was in the category of regular verbs for
Subject # 92 (75.0% versus 57.9). The percentages in the other categories were

all within several points of one another.
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These inter-rater reliability studies indicate that our individual judgments
as to whether or not a form should be marked for past tense, and whether or not
it was marked for past by the speaker were highly similar. Therefore, we
decided that it was acceptable to combine cur analyses of 16 speakers each for
the present study, in order to have a sample totaling 32 speakers.

Phonological and Grammatical Processes Influencing Tense Marking

In our preliminary investigation we discussed a number of surface
constraints on tense marking. These constraints are further investigated in
this chapter, using additional data.

There are both grammatical and phonological processes, or a combination of
both, which may result in surface tense unmarking. In some cases, an L2 speaker
of English may use a present tense verd form in a context in which a past tense
form is required in the target language as a matter of grammatical selection.
Although it is often assumed that the grammatical selection process simply
results in varying degrees of conformity to the target norm, we cannot preclude
the possibility of systematic interlanguage restructuring.

Wolfram (1984b) provides one example of how a grammatical rule in a L2
speaker's English may be restructured. It was shown that some speakers of
Indian English use unmarked tense as an aspectual marker to denote habitual
activity.

Other grammatical processes apart from simple grammatical selection may
result in surface forms not marked overtly for past tense. One type of gram-
matical process which may influence tense marking in Vietnamese English is the
acquisition of certain nonstandard English verb forms by these L2 speakers.
There are some verbs in nonstandard dialects of English for which the past and

present tense forms are not differentiated. Some examples are come, hear, say,

run, give, eat (Wolfram and Fasold 1974:151; Wolfram and Christian 1976:84).
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The use of these verb forms in past tense contexts is considered to result from
an extension of the standard English verb subclass which uses the same form for
past and present tense (e.g. put, cut). Although many of the speakers in our
sample are in environments (in school and neighborhood settings) in which non-
mainstream dialects of English coexist, it is unlikely that they will incor-
porate features of these dialects into their L2 because the Vietnamese appear to

use their teachers as their language models rather than their peers (cf.
Christian et al 1983). This may be a result of a Vietnamese cultural value

which places teachers above even parents among those who deserve respect. It
seems that most Vietnamese refugees are highly motivated toward success in
school and the job market (Christian et al 1983:49-51), and therefore would
most likely follow teachers' admonitions to avoid certain socially stigmatized
language features. For example, in our previous study it was reported that
ain't never occurred in the corpus of the tapes which was examined for gram-
matical features, even though it is a widely used feature in nonstandard speech.
Another grammatical process which may influence tense marking is the use of
historical present tense in narratives. The term "historical present tense"
refers to present tense forms of verbs which are used by native speakers of
English in relating past time narratives. This feature will be discussed more
fully in Chapter Four where we investigate its possible use in spoken narra-
tives. To briefly summarize the possible influence of this feature, Wolfson
(1978, 1979) has shown that native speakers of English alternate in a structured
way between the use of past tense and present tense (conversational historical
present) forms in spoken narratives. She has suggested that this pattern has to
be considered when analyzing narratives of non-native English speakers (Wolfson
1982), because unmarked past tense forms may actually be historical present

tense forms.
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In addition to grammatical bases for surface unmarking, there are phonologi-
cal bases as well. Regular verbs in English are marked for past tense by the
addition of one of the three forms of the past tense suffix. The resulting
forms may be influenced by phonological processes which will lead to surface
tense unmarking. The three forms of the past tense suffix are: /d/ following
any voiced segment other than an alveolar stop (e.g. /lIvd/ 'lived', /stadid/
'studied'); /t/ following any voiceless segment other than an alveolar stop
(e.g. /1Ukt/ 'looked', /fInISt/ 'finished'); and /1d/ following an alveolar stop
(e.g. /tritld/ 'treated', /nidld/ 'needed'). General phonological processes may
operate on these regular past tense forms to delete the final consonant (/d/ or
/t/) or the final syllable (/Id/). Therefore, even when a speaker has applied a
grammatical rule to mark a form for past, a phonological process may remove the
surface tense marking.

All three of the regular phonological forms may be influenced by phonologi-
cal patterns which are present in the source language, Vietnamese. In some
cases, the addition of a /t/ or /d/ results in a consonant cluster (/ri¥t/
'reached!, /stEpt/ 'stepped', and /1Ivd/ 'lived'). Even when a speaker has
grammatically marked a form for past tense, the surface form may be unmarked
because of a consonant cluster reduction process. This may apply more to native
Vietnamese speakers who are acquiring English than to some other L2 acquisition
situations because Vietnamese does not have word-final consonant clusters.
Therefore, phonological transfer may result in consonant cluster reduction.

Another regular past tense form in English ends in /d/ singleton. The only
final consonants used in Vietnamese are /p/, /t/, /k/ and nasal segments.
Therefore, if the source language pattern is transferred to the target language,
these speakers may pronounce 'played' as /ple/ or 'carried' as /kwri/. However,
because Vietnamese does have a final /t/ these forms may occur as /plet/ for
'played', or /kwrit/ for 'carried’.
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The final form of regular past tense marking in English potentially affected
by phonological processes from the source language is the /1d/ past tense form.
Vietnamese words are generally monosyllabic, so Vietnamese English speakers may
tend to delete the unstressed final syllable in these forms as a type of apocope.

These three phonological forms of regular past, those with final consonant
clusters, final /d/ singleton or final /Id/, are, of course, subject to both
grammatical and phonological processes, which, if applied, result in the same
surface form. That is, the surfacé'fbrm of a regular verd which is not marked
grammatically for past tense is the same as the surface form of a regular verbd
which has been grammatically marked for past, but has undergone phonological
processes resulting in final consonant cluster simplification, final /d/ dele-

tion, or final /1d/ deletion. These can be represented as follows for different

verb forms:
Base form Grammatical process Phonological process Result
reach /rid/ — not applied — —  /ri8/
Cluster reduction
/rid/ — /ri&t/ -~y /8, - 18/ §¢ —o» /ril/
play /ple/ -~ not applied — e o — /ple/
Final /d/ deletion
/ple/ ~) /pled/ —y /4/ » @/ ## —+ /ple/
treat erit/ — not applied —9 —  /trit/
) Final /1d/ deletion
/trit/ — /tritld/ -~ /1d/-» 0/ ¢t —» /irit/

Because grammatical and phonological processes may converge to produce the same
surface form it is not possible to discern in the examination of an individual

unmarked tense form which process has produced it. However, by examining
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various phonological patterns within the data we can determine the overall
effect of phonological versus grammatical processes.

In addition to the various past tense forms of the regular verbs, the con-
vergence of grammatical and phonological processes may also affect some types of
irregular verbs. There is one class of irregular verbs for which past tense is
formed by alternation between a voiced alveolar (base form) and a voiceless
alveolar (past tense form) as the final element in a consonant cluster.

Examples of this form are spend/spent, and build/built. If the forms /spEn/ and

/bll/ appear in the spoken data it is unclear whether or not they are a result
of grammatical or phonological processes. Also, because /t/ occurs word-finally
in Vietnamese, but not /d/, the forms /spEnt/ and /bIlt/ may be judged to be
past tense forms, but may actually be a result of devoicing of the final /d/ on
/spEnd/ and /blld/.

Variation in Tense Marking

In addition to the phonological and grammatical processes which have just
been outlined, there are sociolinguistic factors which may affect tense marking
behavior. The categories of age, sex and length of residency (LOR) are possible
social variables. As discussed above, our subjects fall into four levels
according to age group, two levels of LOR, and are equally represented among
those groups by both sexes.

This study uses ’variation theory' (Labov 1969; Bailey 1973; Cedergren and
Sankoff 1974; Sankoff 1978) as the basis for examining structured variability.
This is a quantitative approach to data which, as it is applied in this case,
examines all instances of verb forms which should be marked for past tense in
mainstream English and categorizes these surface forms as marked or unmarked.
Tabulations are then made and an analysis is performed examining the patterns of

fluctuation to determine the various sociolinguistic factors that may be contrie

53

64



- R . . B B R . . - Y R - o kA L B r

buting to the systematic variability of tense marking. Patterns of tense
marking are believed to be a result of both social and linguistic factors. In
the rest of this chapter we discuss the patterns of variation in tense marking
which we have found to occur in the speech of our 32 subjects, and compare these
findings to those which were discussed in our preliminary investigation
(Christian et al 1983) and in Wolfram (1984).

Regular and Irregular Verbs

Regular and irregular verbs are distinguished by the manner in which past
tense formation is made. For regular verbs, one of the three productive forms
of the past tense suffix is added (/d/, /t/ or /1d/). The past tense forms of
irregular verbs result from several different processes which will be discussed
more thoroughly below. Briefly, they are: suppletion (e.g. is vs. was); repla-

cive final consonant (make vs. made); internal vowel change (come vs. came); and

internal vowel change plus the addition of a past suffix (say vs. said). L2
acquirers of English apparently use different strategies to learn the past tense
forms of regular and irregular verbs. The past tense forms of irregular verbs
differ in various ways from the non-past forms, which may be viewed on a con-
tinuum of phonetic distance. Suppletives are the least similar, while those
formed by a change in internal vcsel are the most similar. For regular verbs
the process of past tense marking is productive; for irregulars it is not. The
acquisition of the past tense form of irregular verbs, therefore, is more sub-
Jeet to acquisition by rote memorization, whereas the acquisition of past tense
forms of regular verbs is a process in which rules can be learned and applied
automatically. Once the pattern is acquired it can be applied to any of the
regular verbs. Rote memorization naturally plays an initial role in that it is
necessary for L2 learners to know which verbs are regular and which are past,

and they may learn to categorize them by the use of rote memorization., There
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are cases in which our subjects had categorized verds incorrectly. Later in
this chapter we discuss occurrences of rule regularization, in which the past
tense suffix is appended to irregular forms.

Table 3.4 displays our findings for tense unmarking for all 32 subjects, by
regular and irregular verbs. In this table, as in many of the ones following,
the tabulations are presented by number of occurrences of unmarked tense per
number of environments in which it should have occurred, with percentages of
unmarked tense for each subject, and the mean of the subjects' percentages per
cell as organized by age level and LOR. In this table the mean percentage for
subjects is also presented by sex.

The examination of Table 3.4 shows that for each age group, there is a
higher percentage of unmarked tense for regular verbs than for irregular verbs.
This is true for group scores as divided by age levels and LOR, as well as for
each of the 32 subjeots when examining their individual patterns of tense
marking. Even those subjects in the 4-7 year LOR group, and who are in the
10~12 and the 15-18 year age levels, show higher percentages of unmarked tense
for regular verbs (49.6% and 76.3%, respectively) as compared to their group
scores for the irregular verbs (6.5% and 17.6%). These particular subjects
arrived in the United States between the ages of three and ten, when, according
to child language acquisition theories, L2 learning occurs much more naturally
than at later ages (Hale and Budar 1970; Rosansky 1975; Scnumann 1975), Yet
they still show high percentages of unmarked tense on regular verbs.

The group percentages found in Table 3.4 are presented graphically in
Figure 3.1. For the 1-3 LOR group, the four age levels show approximately the
same levels of unmarked tense for both the regular and irregular verbs, from
48.9 percent to 65.9 percent (a 17 point range) for the irregular verbs, and
from 89.6 percent to 97.6 percent for the regular verbs. For the 4~7 LOR group,
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_ Residency
s 1-3 Years A-7 Years
IRREGULAR REGULAR IRREGULAR REGULAR
Sex  Sud H by Ny SubJ H by N by
b Jﬂo.Milh Sex N  No.UWT fUm Sex N No. /T $m Sex N  No.OWT fUm Sex N
10=-12 1 %21 5.6 xn 100.0 ¥ waa 5.8 25/58 3.1
67.3 9.3 5.5 0.5
% M7 58.9 NN 92.5 92 NN 5.1 2/38 57.9
58.4 98.5 6.5 9.6
33 w3 519 59/63 93.7 2 12131 9.2 6/23 2.1
‘9.6 QQB 705 u.a
N N/a8 W3 56/61 91.8 51 5/88 5.7 10/14 (AR}
15-18 n v/ 61.2 50755 9.9 29  1B/15 1.5 21726 80.8
54.0 93.2 1.2 69.6
8 nvas w7 62/65 95.4 A3 23211 10.9 21/3% 8.3
8.9 8.6 17.6 76.3
39 120/290 MM 76/80 95.0 50 13/55 23.6 17/24 70.8
83.8 8.0 .1 83.1
AT MW/BY L 10713 16.9 51 39/15%9 4.8 /43 95.3
20-26 21 M6/ 65.2 ¥9/51 9.1 7 A8 33.6 N2 8.
6‘-8 *06 3303 ﬁﬂz
58 1237211 8.3 91/ 100 97.0 89 w103 33.0 /21 96.3
65.9 97.6 80.% 92.1
83 86/150 57.3 51/58 98.3 85  26/5% 52.0 16/18 83.9
70.0 93.6 §7.5 92.0
81 w0121 82.6 83/89 9.9 76 827191 K2.9 39/81 95. 1
35-53 2 w23 69.6 10/10 100.0 7 28 8.0 22/28 91.7
65.2 98.6 33.0 .7
13 17728 60.7 35/36 97.2 9 32 2.0 ”n 63.6
53,2 94.9 54,0 87.3
9 W1 N8 35/36 9.2 2 8&8/13 T 5/19 94.9
81.2 91.3 ™.9 96.9
93 /26 .6 29/34 8.3 78 w6/203  T71.9 79/80  98.8
Total 1501/2768 54,2 TM1/818  95.0 590/2078 28.4 No4/588  T9.5
Table 3.8. Incidence of Unmarked Past Tense for Irregular and Regular Verd Forms
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however, there appear to be more distinctions in the incidence of tense
unmarking between the age groups. The range is from 6.5 percent to 54.0 per-
cent for irregular verbs, and 49.6 percent to 92.1 percent for regular verbs.
Generally, the younger the age level the smaller the incidence of unmarked
tense.

In Figure 3.2 the incidence of tense unmarking is displayed on the basis of

age level, LOR, and sex. Although the differences are for the most part small,
and there are only two subjects per cell in this case, the females show slightly

less unmarked tense than the males in the 1-3 LOR group, but the opposite ten-

dency occurs ‘n the 4-7 LOR group. The mean of the group percentages by sex and
LOR is as follows:

M of Unmarked Tense

1=3 Years 4-7 Years
Irregular Regular Irregular Regular
% % y 1
Males 62.0 96.1 20.7 T2.5
Females 51.1 92.1 38.5 80.2

Table 3.5. Incidence of Unmarked Tense for Regular and Irregular
Verd Forms, by Sex and Length of Residency
The difference in percentages between the males and females is greater for the
irregular verbs than for the regular verbs.
There are many social factors which could contribute to gender patterns
such as these. For example, oldeb males tend to be in the job market more
that older females, which implies more exposure to English. For those who have
been in the United States a long time, this may result in less tense unmarking
than for their female counterparts. Before any conclusions can be made as to
whether or not these differences are significant, however, speech samples from

more subjects need to be analyzed.
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In general, the differences in tense marking between regular and irregular
verd forms may be the result of the additive effect of phonological processes
more likely to affect regular forms. By examining regular verbs that have past
tense forms ending in a consonant cluster, and categorizing them according to
the phonological environment in which they occur, we can observe some evidence
which supports the additive explanation.

Previous studies (Fasold 1972; Wolfram and Fasold 1974) have shown that in
both standard and nonstandard dialects, final consonant clusters may be reduced
when the following segment is a consonant. In nonstandard English dialects this
also occurs when the following segment is not a consonant. In Table 3.6 we have
shown the tabulations for tense unmarking in regular verbs ending in consonant
clusters, differentiated by following environment of consonant versus non-
consonant (vowel or pause). For both LOR groups, when all age levels are con-
sidered together, there is a tendency for a higher percentage of unmarking to
occur in the environments with a following consonant than with a following non-
consonant. For the 1-3 LOR group the differences are only slight and probably
not significant (95.0% for __ Non C; 98.7% for __ C), but in the 4-7 LOR group
they are more substantial (74.9% for __ Non C; 91.0% for __ C). This differen-
tiation holds for each individual age level as well, except for the 20~26 year
level in the 4-7 LOR group, for which the trend is reversed. These figures pro-
vide some evidence of phonological processes influencing tense marking; that is,
a following consonant is an unfavorable environment for marking. The percen-
tages for the two youngest groups in the 4-7 LOR group reveal more tense marking
than the other groups, an indication that earlier exposure and longer exposure
to English are favorable constraints on tense marking.

As we have observed above, the various ways in which past tense formation

occurs for irregular and regular verbs allow us to focus on the possible con-
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Residency
Sox 1-3 Years &-7 Years
Age
NooC € NonT c
. Sy Ae/T T ave H /T Tabs M Suby M/ Tam H AT Tas W
10-12 M n 66 100.0 9/9 100.0 9 V22 3.8 1213 92.3
¥ 12712 0.0 ¥3 100.0 92 /9 2.2 179 7.8
95'5 m-o ‘505 mug
F 3 2/ 9.0 18718  100.0 42 5/18 1.8 173 33.3
* O Wwn 99 1M/11 100.0 st ”1 100.0 0/1 00.0
15-18 M k14 13/16 813 12712 100.0 29 8710  80.0 5/5 100.0
8y 17/18  9h.4 19/19  100.0 43 711 63.6 6/% 100.0
93.2 99.1 73.4 97.7
F ¥ 3Bl 9o x 2 9%.3 50 N8 50.0 10/11 90.9
Ly AN 7 100.0 272 100.0 51 1B/18  100.6 1212 100.0
20-26 M 21 19/19  100.0 W/ 100.0 1 18720  90.0 9/9 100.0
58 /31 96.8 18718 100.0 89 10710  100.0 5/5 100.0
99.2 99.3 96.2 93.7
F 83 /1T 100.0 13/13  100.0 65 676 100.0 67 85.7
= 87  23/23  100.0 ®/% 9.2 6 B9 9.7 8/9 88.9
35-55 M 28 /A 100.0 272 100.0 T4 5/7 1.4 5/5 100.0
17/98 9.8 13/13  100.0 5 60.0 2/2 100.0
1 94.8 97.5 2 82.9 96.0
F 9N 10711 90.9 19719 100.0 32 11711 100.0 25 84.0
93 15/16  93.8 9/10 90.0 78 2/32  100.0 2/22  100.0
Total 283/298  95.0 23/226 9.7 155/207 74.9 1317184 91.0
Combined Total 506/524 96.6 286/351  81.5

Table 3.6. Unmarked Past Tense Involving Consonant Clusters, by Following Enhvironment

74

73



‘-, . - oA &
R .- - - . R T - .= - - . R L Tt
1

vergence of grammatical and phonological processes which result in a form
unmarked for tense on the surface. Regular verbs may show a higher percentage
of tense unmarking than irregular verbs because of phonological processes
resulting from language transfer. In our preliminary examination (Christian et
al 1983) and in Wolfram (1984) various non-tense marking lexical items were ana-
lyzed in order to distinguish between (1) final consonant cluster reduct! o in

monamorphemic (i.e. single morpheme) items (e.g. cold, mist) and in past tense
forms (e.g. called, missed), (2) final lexical /d/ deletion (e.g. raid, guide)

and final past tense /d/ deletion (e.g. cried, played), and (3) lexical
unstressed /1d/ deletion (e.g. stupid, hundred) and deletion of /Id/ on past

tense forms (e.g. wanted, rested). By comparing items in these three cate-

gories, it is possible to differentiate between the effects of phonological pro-
cesses influencing deletion (in the lexical items), and the effect of the com-
bination of grammatical and phonologital processes (on the past tense forms).
Without performing this type of analysis, we cannot determine whether or not
unmarked tense on regular verbs is a result of grammatical or phounological pro-
cesses, or both.

The analyses which were done on these items in our preliminary studies were
not expanded with tabulations from additional subjects in this study. The pre-
vious findings are briefly summarized here, so that they may be incorporated
with our other results.

1f phonological processes are operating in the speech data of these subjects
to produce final consonant cluster reduction, these processes should affect
lexical clusters as well as past tense clusters. Indeed, an examination of the
data revealed that the subjects displayed similar results for reduction of
lexical and past tense final consonant clusters (using only tabulations of items
in environments of following non-consonant). The percentages for the two groups
differed, however. They are summarized below:
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Residency
1-3 Years 4-7 Years
Lexical Clusters Past Clusters Lexical Clusters Past Clusters
No/T M8 No/T Mg No/T ™ No/T W
1247148 83.8 1637172 95.9 1157153 75.2 607100 63.9

Table 3.7. Incidence of Final Consonant Cluster Reduction for Lexical
and Past Tense Items

For the 1-3 LOR group the lexical items show less final consonant cluster
reduction than the past tense forms, but the opposite occurred for the 4-7 LOR
group. In other studies of cluster reduction as a phonological rule (e.g. Labov
1969; Wolfram 1969; Fasold 1972; Baugh 1979) lexical clusters show more reduc-
tion than clusters that are a result of the addition of a grammatical suffix.
This is apparently due to the fact that the bimorphemic form carries more infor-
mation so that it is more "essential® to maintain without possible information
loss. |

For the 1-3 LOR group it appeared that both phonological and grammatical
processes may have converged to produce more final consonant cluster reduction
in the monomorphemic forms than the bimorphemic forms. Apparently after a
variable grammatical rule has been applied to verbs requiring past tense
marking, yielding some with the marking and some without it, then a phonological
rule applies (as it also would to lexical final consonant clusters) which redu-
ces the final consonant clusters in the marked subset of these forms.

The comparison of deletion of lexical final /d/ with that of past tense
final /d/ revealed patterns in both LOR groups that were parallel to those found
in the 1-3 LOR group in the discussion of final consonant cluster reduction.

The results of the previcus study are shown in Table 3.8.
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Residency
1-3 Years 4.7 Years
No/T Mg No/T 2]
/d/ on Regular  T73/84 86.9 27741 65.9
Verdb Forms
Lexical /d/ 477180  26.1 56/174 32.2

Table 3.8. Absence of Final /d/ on Regular Verb Forms and Final Lexical /d/,

by Length of Residenuy
These figures show that final /d/ deletion was considerably higher for the past
tense items than for the lexical items, as was found for the 1-3 LOR group for
consonant clusters. Again this points to a convergence of phonological and
grammatical processes which operate on regular verd forms to produce high levels
of tense unmarking. In this case the grammatical rule seems to have a stronger
influence, given the relatively low deletion rates with the lexical items.

Finally, Wolfram (1984) reported that absence of the past tense /Id/ form was
very high compared to deletion of a final unstressed /Id/ on lexical forms. For
the 1-3 LOR group 15 out of 17 cases (88%) were unmarked, with ummarking in 25
out of 41 cases (61%) for the 4-7 LOR group. In contrast only 5 out of 43 cases
(12%) of lexical /Id/ were deleted for the 1-3 LOR group. This is apparently a
case in which the variable grammatical rule has the most influence.

Tabulations on the absence of final /d/ and final unstressed /Id/ on regular
verbs for our entire sample of 32 subjects are presented in Tables 3.9 and 3.10,
respectively. For /d/, our figures reveal a higher incidence of deletion for
the 1-3 LOR group (91.9%) than for the 4-7 LOR group (77.2%), when tabulations
are combined for all subjects in the LOR groups. Three out of the four age
levels in the 1-3 LOR group ieveal over 90 percent unmarking, while the mean

group percentage for the second age level (15-18 - T70.1%) is influenced
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Residency
1«3 Years A-7 Years
Age Sex
Non C _c . Non C ¢
Subj “Abs/T AdS/T  Total < ] Suby  TAbs/T  ABS/T  Total ] N
10-12 M n 6/6 2/2 88 100.0 9 0/8 171 179 1.1
16 9/9 172 /1 90.9 o Q2 2/6 073 2/9 2.2
21’ 33-3
F n 67 7”1 13/14 92.9 42 0/1 - 0’1 0.0
kL] 9/11 2/2 1/13 84.6 ST 272 - /2 100.0
15-18 M k14 /14 2/2 16716  100.0 2 8 S 179 T1.8
8s 8/8 10711 18/%9 o94.7 o1 LX) ¥5 /6 S/11 5.5 6
) ‘3
F K> 6/8 6/6 12714 85.7 50 0/1 1”1 172 50.0
14 072 - 0/2 0.0 51 71 (V2] 5/5 100.0
0-26 M F1d 7/8 7/8 14716 87.5 1 b/ 1”1 5/5 100.0
58 15/15 2/8 17719 89.5 93.1 )] 875 575 9/9 100.0 75.0
F 83 W S5 2y g5 6 - o1 on .o
87 1w 1717 28/288  100.0 76 3/3 §/8 77 100.0
3555 M pL] 171 - 171 100.0 T - 2/2 /2 100.0
3/3 1”1 474 100.0 2/4 - 2/4 50.0
L 91.7 o §1.5
F 91 - 5/5 5/5 100.0 k3 111 w9/19 /30 100.0
93 /3 /3 4/6 66.7 78 10790 /7 17797 100.0
Total 1147123 68775 1827198 k5/64  S0/59  95/123
) 92.7 9.7  91.9 70.3 8.7 7.2
Table 3.9. Absence of Final /d/ on Regular Verd Forms
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(lowered) by the score for one subject in the group (who had only two possible
cases, and none marked). In the 4-7 LOR group, unmarking according to group
percentages by age level shows an increase in incidence of unmarking by increase
in age level (10-12 - 33.3%; 15-18 - 68.3%; 20-26 - 75.0%; and 35-55 - 87.5%).
In this 4-7 LOR group apparently both exposure to English at a younger age and
for longer periods of time contribute to a higher incidence of use of final /d/
to mark regular verbs. However, age level does not appear to have much
influence for the 1-3 LOR group. Also, for the 4-7 LOR group, incidence of
unmarking seems to be influenced by the following phonological environment of
the regular verdb. For a following non-consonant deletion was 70.3 percent
(45/64), whereas for a following consonant deletion was 84.7 percent (50/59).
These percentages are an indication of the influence of phonological processes
on tense unmarking - deletion of /d/ occurs less often when followed by a vowel
or pause versus a consonant.

For /1d/, Table 3.10 shows a minor difference for the two LOR groups - 87.9
percent (58/66) absence for tuc 1-3 group and 75.5 percent (83/110) for the 4-T7
group. Because our data did not contain many possible occurrences of this form,
we have only presented the totals and percentages for groups.

In Figure 3.3 we have presented summary tabulations for all age groups and a
graph of the three phonological realizations of regular verbs and of irregular
verbs. As Figure 3.3 demonstrates, our subjects had much higher rates of
unmarked tense for all types of regular past tense than for the irregular verbs.
This coincides with the findings presented in Christian et al (1983) and Wolfram
(1984). The paltern for the various types of marking on regular verbs is that
those marked with final ~onsonant clusters have slightly more tense unmarking
than those verbs marked with /d/, which in turn reveal slightly more tense

unmarking than those forms marked with /Id/. It was speculated in Christian et
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i Residency
1=3 Years 4.7 Years
' Age Sex
Subj Abs/T Sub j Abs/T %
| i 10-12 M n LY 19 5/14
~ . 16 12714 92 1M/1
F 33 171 42 0/1
. 34 - 51 7/10
. 15-18 M 37 9/11 2 172
84 8/9 3 3/8
‘ F 3 6/6 50 2/3
,. 47 172 51 6/8
20-26 M 2T 2/2 11 5/8
I 58 172 89 2/3
. F 83 6/6 65 b/y
. 87 2/2 76 6/6
. 35-55 M 24 3/ T4 10/10
i 13 11 79 -
. F 91 171 32 13/13
. 93 1/2 78 8/9
. Total 58/66 87.9 83/110 75.5
i Table 3.10. Absence of Final /Id/ on Regular Verb Forms
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al (1983) that part of this pattern is due to phonological processes resulting
from language transfer, which affect final /d/ less than final consonant
clusters. Vietnamese does not have final consonant clusters, but it does have a
final /t/, the voiceless counterpart of /d/. The figures presented here provide
further evidence that there may be a constraint on unmarking due to type of
regular verb.

The youngest group in the 4-7 LOR group did not maintain this pattern
(Figure 3.4). Both groups shown here had less unmarked tense for irregular
verbs than for any of the regular verbs. The subjects in the 10-12 group,
however, showed the least unmarking with the verbs marked with /d/ singleton,
and the most with /Id/ (for the regular verbs).

There are several factors which may contribute to the overall findings on
tense unmarking that we have reported up to this point. One explanation for
tense unmarking is that because Vietnamese is an aspectual language and has no
morphological marking of verb forms, native Vietnamese speakers simply do not
mark some verbs for past tense in English, or do so variably. This is a gram-
matical process. These L2 speakers may have no grammatical rule in their
interlanguage that adds tensé marking to a verb, or may have a variable rule.
Besides the grammatical processes, the evidence suggests the intersection of
phonological processes.

With respect to the difference in marking between irregular and regular verdb
forms, it appears that phonological processes have a role in causing regular
forms to be marked less often than irregular forms. Influences due to language
transfer seem to affect all forms of regular past tense, especially those formed
with conscnant clusters. Also, there is evidence from both first and second
language acquisition studies (Brown 1973:311-312; Houck et al 1978) that

irregular past tense forms are acquired prior to regular past tense forms. The
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Figure 3.4. Incidence of Unmarked Tense for Irregular and Regular Verbds,
for Two Youngest Groups in 4-7 Length of Residency Group
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results of this study show that all ages of native Vietnamese speakers acquiring
English in both the 1-3 and 4-7 LOR groups have more tense marking on irregular
that regular verbs.

Another factor influencing regular versus irregular verds is learning
strategies. Past tense forms of irregular verbs are, for the most part, subject
to learning by rote memorization, whereas past tense marking for regular forms
is more subject to patterned learning. As we reported in Christian et al
(1983), the members of the Vietnamese refugee community are highly motivated
toward success in school and at work, and they spend long hours studying
English., Given their level of motivation, they probably focus on learning such
things as the past tense forms of irregular verbs; that is, items that they can
learn by rote. Also, the Vietnamese school system emphasizes rote learning more
than does the American school system, so the Vietnamese refugees in this country
are probably accustomed to learning by rote more than by pattern.

A final factor which may contribute to the pattern of more tense marking for
irregular verbs than for regular verbs is perception of phonological elements.
It has been reported to us by an ESL teacher (personal commumnication) that at
times Vietnamese students (among others) do not write down final consonants
within final consonant clusters even when copying lexical items from a black-
board. Perhaps our subjects sometimes do not perceive the phonological elements

which mark tense on regular verbs., We speculate that all of these factors con-
verge to produce the patterns which we have so far reported.

Variation by Type of Irregular Verb

In our discussion up to this point we have reported on unmarked tense in

irregular verbs without subdividing this verb category. In Christian et al
(1983) we found evidence that all irregular verbs are not affected by tense

unmarking in the same way, when we investiwated patterns of unmarking for five
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frequently used irregular forms, and for subtypes of irregular verbs. In this
section of the chapter we add to the previous tabulations and discuss whether or
not the patterns which we found are maintained with the expansion of data.

We first examine the incidence of tense marking for five frequently used
verbs: tense-carrying forms of be (am, is, are vs. was and were); auxiliary and
main verb do/don't; auxiliary and main verb have; come; and go. These occurred

often during the interviews with the subjects because of some of the topies
which were discussed, for example, leaving Vietnam and arriving in the United

States. However, they are also used frequently in spoken English in general.
The tabulations for all 32 subjects are presented in Table 3.11, and in
summary figures (by LOR group) in graph form in Figure 3.5. As we discovered in
our first study, there is strong evidence for differentiation in amount of tense
marking by lexical items, with have revealing the highest percentage of unmarked
tense, and the various forms of be the least unmarking, Figure 3.5 displays an
almost parallel relationship in marking for these verbs between the 1-3 LOR

group &ud the 4.7 LOR group, except for an overlap for come,

Figure 3.5 is based on the mean score for each verb (determined by the total
number of unmarked occurrences divided by total possible occurrences) for all
subjects in each LOR group. Figures 3.6 and 3.7 represent the percentage of
umarking for each verb, for each individual subject, by age group and LOR
group. For those subjects whce had no possible occurrences for a particular
verb, the line graph continues but has no symbol for the subject at that point.
A disadvantage in examining the data in this manner (scores for each 3ubject
individually) is that some subjects have very few possible occurrences of
unmarking for particular verbs, which may cause distortions in the patterns.
However, there is a good representation of each verb for most of the sub jects.

The patterns of variation which we discovered in Figure 3.5 are not
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s 2.5 64.1 92.9 35.6 35.3 9.6 %.6 48.9 8.0 3.2
Table 3.11. Incidence of Ummarked Tense for Five Frequently Occurring Verbs
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necessarily maintained when we look at individuals' scores in Figures 3.6 and
3.7. For the entire 1-3 LOR group the lexical item have still appears to be the
most unmarked form overall. For the 10-12 year olds, be is still the form with
the least unmarking, but this relationship is not maintained for the other
groups, for all subjects. Come seems to be the form with the least unmarking
after be. For the 4-7 LOR group, have is again the form which is, for most sub-
Jects, the one which nas the most unmarking. For the three youngest age groups
come and be are, generally, the forms with the least amount of unmarked
cccurrences, although there are some subjects, (e.g. Subject # 50), who do not
follow the pattern. This is the case for the individuals, even though in Table
3.11 and Figure 3.5, come had a percentage of 41.0 versus 9.6 for be. The mean
score for come was distorted by scores for two of the subjects in the 35-55 year
group, who together had many possible occurrences of came with few which were
marked (27/29 - Subject # 32; 20/20 -Subject # 78). However, the total number
of possible occurrences for the 16 subjects was only 151 (62/151 - 41,0%). The
skewing in this score contributed to the cross-over pattern in Figure 3.5 which
we discussed above. For the oldest age level in the 4-7 LOR group, there does
not appear to be a pattern consistent with the other subjects.

The scores for these five frequently used verbs reveal that even though we
discover nearly parallel patterns between the two LOR groups, there is much
individual variation. It seems probable that, as was discussed in Christian et
al (1983) and Wolfram (1984), individuals who are acquiring English concentrate
on acquiring the past tense form of particular lexical items, as a learning
strategy. As they have had more exposure to English, and more time that they
have spent learning it, their use of tense marking increases and percentages
for these lexical items level out, as we can see in the two youngest levels in

the 4-7 LOR group (Figure 3.7). The two oldest levels in that group, however,
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still have high percentages of unmarking with varying patterns, the less
variable one being the 20-26 year old group. This finding is consistent with
the fact that the younger subjects had generally acquired more native-like pro-
duction ability than the older subjects.

We have just described the tense marking patterns of five frequently
oceurring irregular verdbs. 1In Christian et al (1983) we provided evidence to

show that not only are there lexical constraints on tense marking in irregular
verbs, but there appear to be constraints based on type of irregular verb. As

was discussed above briefly, the various methods by which the past tense marking
of irregular verbs is formed can be divided into four categories, which fall
along a continuum of phonetic distance in the non-past and past tense forms of a
verb. These four categories are: (1) suppletive (e.g. tense-carrying forms of
be); (2) internal vowel change plus final regular formation (e.g. say/said);
(3) internal vowel change (e.g. come/came); and (4) replacive consonant (e.g8.
have/had). For some of these forms there is the possibility of grammatical and
phonological convergence. For example, for the two types which utilize intermal
vowel change, there is the possibility that because of language transfer mechae
nisms, the vowel in the base form versus the one in the past tense form may not
be represented in the language System of the Vietnamese English speaker. For
those types which use a replacive consonant or add a suffix (which is a /t/ or
/d/), this final consonant also may not be a part of the speaker's language
system, due to the absence of final /d/ in Vietnamese. The five frequently used
verdbs which we have examined cover each of these sub-categories of irregular
verds.

There is one factor that is important to note in discussing the various per-
centages of unmarking for the past tense forms which result from an internal

vowel change versus an internal vowel change plus a suffix, because it may have
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an effect on patterns of unmarking. If a form which marks past tense by an
internal vowel change and the addition of the past tense suffix was produced by
the speaker with the vowel change but without the suffix, it was scored as
marked for past tense. Often subjects did not produce final consonants on many
words, not Jjust on verbs., The change in vowels would be enough to mark these
forms for past in the perception of native English speakers. Also, as we
discussed above for another category, Vietnamese English speakers may not per-
ceive an added suff'ix or a change in a final consonant, which may contribute to
high tense unmarking for forms which utilize these to represent past tense.

In Table 3.12 we have tabulated for each subject the percentage of unmarked
tense for each of these four categories of irregular verbs, as well as mean per-
centages by age level, and total tabulations and percentages for each type of
verb. The results are displayed in mean percentages for the LOR groups in
Figure 3.8, and further broken down by age levels in Figure 3.9. Figure 3.8
reveals a pattern which is consistent with the one discussed in Christian et al
(1983) and Wolfram (1984). That is, the greater the phonetic distance between
the base form and the past tense form of an irregular verd, the more likely it
is to be marked for past tense in the data. Replacives are the forms which are
the least distant phonetically, whereas suppletives are the most distant.
However, there is little difference in the scores for the vowel + suffix forms
and the suppletive forms for the 1-3 LOR group (44.5% and 44.0%), and between
the internal vowel change forms and those which use the vowel + suffix forms
(31.8% and 29.8%) for the 4-7 LOR group.

In examining Figure 3.9, we see that there is some individual variation when
these same tabulations are broken down by age level. In the 1-3 LOR group,
three out of the four age levels had a higher incidence of unmarked tense for

the suppletive forms than for the vowel + suffix forms. However, the mean
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scores (for all 16 subjects) for suppletives and vowel plus suffix forms were
almost identical. This is due to the fact that the 10-12 year group (the only
group which had a lower incidence of unmarked tense for suppletives than for the
vowel + suffix forms) had many more possible occurrences of suppletives than did
any of the other three age groups, along with a low percentage of unmarked tense
for suppletives, which lowered the mean score. The four subjects in this age
group (10-12) had a total score of 316 possible occurrences out of 643 for the
whole group.

Finally, in the 1-3 LOR group there is a high degree of variation among the
age groups, by type of verb. However, in the 4-T7 LOR group the 10-12 year group
had the least unmarking for all types of irregular, the 15-18 year group had the
next least unmarking, and the other two age groups overlap for the categories of
irregular verbs.,

Based on these tabulations we conclude that there is a fendency for the most
phonetically divergent forms to be marked most often, and the least divergent
forms to be marked the least often; however, this pattern is not without
variation.

In our preliminary investigation, we suggested that there may be a
constraint related to "high frequency" verbs. That is, frequently used verbs
are more likely to be marked than low usage verbs. The verbs we examined
earlier were all high-usage verbs. In Table 3.13 we have listed the new totals
and percentages, for all 32 subjects. This table differentiates the high usage
verbs tabulated previously with other verbs. We have not listed suppletives
because be and go are essentially the only verbs in the suppletive category, and
they were both in our list of frequently used verbs. We have compared the tabu-
lations for have versus other replacives, come versus other intermnal vowel

change forms, and do versus other internal vowel + suffix forms. Tabulations
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Replacives Vowel Vowel + Suffix
(F=have) (Fzcome) (F=do)
No. Un/T % No. Uw/T % No. Uw/T %

1-3 Years:

Frequent 299/322 92.9 109/306  35.6 119/337  35.3

-

Other 52/59 88.1 3867624 61.9 248/487 50.9
4-7 Years:

Frequent 1117227 48.9 62/151 §1.0 677215 31.2

Other 20/28 T1.4 1157406 28.3 847291 28.9

Table 3.13. Incidence of Unmarked Tense for Frequent Irregular Verbs Versus
Others, by Irregular Type and Length of Residency

and percentages are given by length of residency. In the data for the first 16
subjects only one out of these six cells showed a higher percentage of unmarked
tense for a frequent verb versus the others in the same subtype (do for the 4-7
LOR group). It thus appears that there is frequency constraint. However, in
Table 3.13 we see that in three out of the six cells there is more unmarking on
a frequent form than the others in the category. For two of these cells (have -
1-3 LOR group; do -~ 4-7 LOR group) the differences are slight (92.9% versus
88.1%; 31.2% versus 28.9%, respectively). The third cell with more unmarking on
the frequent verb is the one with come in the 4-7 LOR group. Tense marking is
not just a function of type of irregular verb, but is to some degree affected by
frequency of use.

The final category which we examine here contains the modals will and can.
In Table 3.14 the tabulations for each subject are shown, with summary tabula-
tions and percentages for both will and can. For both LOR groups will is marked
for past tense more often that can is (59.0% versus 90.8% - 1-3 LOR group; 8.3%
versus 64.1% - 4-7 LOR group).
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Residency
1~3 Years 4.7 Years

Age Sex Subj Can Will  Total £ Um Labj  Can Will  Total % Un
10-12 M N - 1”71 100.0 19 o/ 0/2 0/6 0.0
16 10/12 0/4 10/16 62.5 92 2/3 - 2/3 66.7
F 33 13/17 0/3 13/20 65.0 &2 0/6 1/3 179 1.1
M 10710 - 10/10 100.0 51 2/3 0/1 2/4 50.0
15-18 M 3T 3 3/3 6/6 100.0 29 2/4 0/12 2716 12.5
84  5/5 /3 8/8 100.0 43 2/3 0/8 2/11 18.2
F 39  20/20 8711 28/31 90. 3 50 1 0/1 172 50.0
4 /6 172 2/8 25.0 51 072 0/3 0/5 00.0
20-26 M 21 22/22 5/10  27/32 84, 4 77 1/ - 11/11 100.0
@ 58 272 - 2/2 100.0 8 N 0/2 173 33.3
F 83 8/8 2/2 10/10 100.0 65 - - - -
87 4/ - 4/ 100.0 76  6/6 0/1 6/7 85.7
35-55 M 24 - - - - T4 49 - 4/9 44,4
73 2/2 - 2/2 100.0 79 272 - 2/2 100.0
F 91  6/6 11 71 100.0 32 17/ 1”1 18/18 100.0
93 /1 - 71 100.0 78 0/6 1/2 /8 12.5
Total 1087119 23/39 1317158  82.9 50/78 3/36  53/114 46.5

% 90.9 59.0 64.1 8.3

Table 3.14. Unmarked Tense for Modals will and can, by Age and Length of Residency
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The percentages for all of our categories of verbs in summary forms are pre-
sented in Figure 3.10. The same order of percentage of unmarking by category of
verd which we found for the first 16 Subjects is maintained for our more repre-
sentative sample. As we noted Previously, modals are in the category of irregu-~
lar verbs which use vowel + suffix to mark for past tense. BHowever, they fall
between the replacives and an internal vowel change in the descending order of

wmarking. Only regular verbs and replacives are marked less frequently for
past than the modals. However, it should be noted that in terms of lexical

items, can had a much higher rate of unmarking than did will, and this may be

further evidence for a type of lexical constraint.

Hyper-Forms of Tense Marking

There were several linguistic enviromments in our data in which the appli-
cation of past tense marking extended beyond the boundaries of its usage in
mainstream dialects of English. We refer to these forms in which overextension
of past tense marking occurs as hyper-forms (cf. Chapter Five).

The first type of hyper-form we have found is pleonastic tense marking, in
which tense marking is generalized to both the auxiliary and the verd phrase.

In standard English usage tense marking occurs either on the verdb (if no auxii~
iary is present) or on the first auxiliary in the verb phrase. Most occurrences

of this type of overextension of tense marking involved the auxiliary

did/didn't., Examples of this type of marking from our corpus are as follows:

(FzFieldworker; S=Subject)

(1) F: Is it flat, is it mountainous?

S: It's flat land but the rock, the road they didn't made it
very flat. (16:9)

(2) And then they lived there for almost three years and I didn't came
to school, go to school. (84:1)
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‘ . Residency -
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| Um/r g bwT g
Regular 777/818 95.0 us4/584 79.5
. Replacive 351/381 92,1 131/255 51,4
Modal 131/158 82.9 53/124 42.7
~ Int. Vowel 495/930 53.2 177/557 31.8
| Vowel + Suffix 367/824 4,5 151/506 29.8
. Suppletive 283/643 44,0 131/760 17.2
| . Figure 3.10. Unmarked Tense, by Verd Type and by Length of Residency
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A form of regularization of tense marking is another type of pleonastic
marking which was revealed in our data. It involves the use of a regular past
tense suffix on an irregular verb already marked for past tense. For a subset
of 16 of our subjects, this type of regularization occurred only one time.

(3) ...but I lowere(d) it down so that she hit there, and it broked
in half. (16:12)

Another type of overextension of past tense marking is the use of a pact
tense form on the verb in a complement sentence. In standard English the
base form of the verb is used and tense is not marked. This type of hyper~form
did not often appear in the data, but some examples are:

(4) I don't know. My mom just told me to went in the boat and we Just
go to America. (65:9)

(5) And, well, they finally found out to caught them, caught them.
(19:29)

(6) She don't want to left him, you know, to leave him. (39:17)

The final type of hyper-tense marking which we discuss is the use of a past
tense form in a context which requires the present tense form of the verb. The
use of a past tense form in generic, habitual or non-past tense contexts
occurred often in our data., Some examples are:

(7) F: What does she tell you?

3: Uh, she tell you is write a lot of letter to her and uh told
her about everything in this school and tell her about
everything you go in holiday... (11:5)

(8) Do you go inside of Washington DC?

Yeah.

What do you do in there?

Go you know like buy something. Like some time when we ran
out. of things we go to DC and buy it. (16:22)

v

(9) F: Do you see them munh?
S: Yeah, sometime we saw. Yeah, they like. (32:15)

(10)  Sometime my dictionary didn't have some new word, yeah. (37:6)
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(11) F: Very far from here, do you have to go?
S: Took me about fifteen minutes. (65:1)

(12) F: Did she have the same paper to sign?
S: No, she didn't sign it.
F: Why?
S: Because she didn't know much about Vietnamese. (16:2)

(13) We eags it every day 80 you know we didn't really like it now.
(16:13)

We speculate that the overextension of .ense marking in these examples is

related to the particular lexical items used. Almost all of the cases of this
type of hyper-tense marking involved irregular verbs. One of our subjects had

43 cases of the use of past tense forms of irregular verbs when present tense
forms were required in standard English. Of those 43 eases, only 5 verbs were
used (took - 1 example; came -~ 21 examples; thought - 13 examples; left - 2
examples; didn't -~ 6 examples). This pattern of overextension of particular
irregular verbs occurred for other subjects as well. It may be that as a result
of an emphasis on rote memorization of the past tense forms of irregular verbs,

these forms are used in contexts where their non-past counterpart is required in
mainstream English.

Regularization

Regularization of tense marking, that is, use of the regular past tense
suffix on an irregular verd in its non-past form, occurred only five times in
the speech data of a subset of 16 subjects., The five examples are goed, gived,
maked, and teached (used twice). Regularization of tense marking on irregular
verbs (marked 2~d unmarked) is a process that is not very productive in the

speech of these subjects.

Self-Corrections of Tense Marking

Many of our subjects had some examples of self-corrections of tense marking.

This self-correction occurred in several ways: (1) changing a form unmarked
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for tense to a marked form, (2) changing a hyper-tensed form to a present. tense
form, and (3) changing a present tense form to a hyper~tensed form. The first
two types of changes result in the correct form, while the third type results in
a form which is hyper-tensed. Examples are as follows:

Unmarked to markad

(148) ...and it doesn't didn't work. (16:21)

(15) I cannot I could not line up, line up, (32:4)

Hyper-tensed to present tense

(17) F: what do you teach them?
S: I taught I teach them that.., (32:21)

(18) F: Do you think you would g0 back to Vietnam if you could?
Would you like to go back to live there or to visit?
S: I hope that we could, we can. I hope we can. (32:19)

Present tense to hyper-tensed

(16) My uncle, my sister, and anything I don't have I didn't have
because they still in Vietnam. (37:14) -

In these examples, and in others in our data, particular verbs occur more
often than others, as was the case with overextension of past tense marking to
present tense contexts. The occurrence of self-corrections demonstrates that
Speakers are in the process of acquiring the tense marking patterns of English,

and are aware of some of the factors which trigger past and present tense

marking.

Conclusion

In this chapter we have discussed a variety of factors which operate as
constraints on tense marking. Included in these factors are the regular versus
irregular verd distinction, type of irregular verb, type of past tense suffix on

regular verbs, following phonological environment, frequency of use of some
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irregular verds, and phonetic distance between base and past tense forms. In
addition to these linguistio factors, there are social factors which have a role
in determining patterns of tense marking. There is evidence that age, amount of
time spent in the United States, and gender influence these patterns. In addi-
tion to these factors operating independently, the processes may converge (e.g.
gramuatical and phonological processes operating on regular verbs), or there may

be an interaction effect of these processes (e.g. in the 4-T7 LOR group age some-
times made a difference, when it had no influence in the 1-3 LOR group).

We have demonstrated that analysis of the systematic variability of tense
marking is necessarily complex, and requires the examination of many factors as
possible constraints. Other features which may effect tense wnmarking (e.g.,
discourse level constraints) will be discussed in later chapters. However, the

importance of a thorough investigatior of surface level constraints should be

clear from the above discussion.
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CHAPTER FOUR

ANALYSIS OF SPOKEN LANGUAGE NARRATIVES

Introduction

In the previous two chapters we have examined tense marking in the spoken
language data collected in the Vietnamese community in Northern Virginia. In
this chapter we analyze tense mar:ing in two narratives extracted from the oral

interviews done with two of our subjects.

In our analysis in Chapters Two and Three we have primarily exarined lower-
level constraints (phonological and grammatical) on tense marking. We have not
attempted to determine in any detail whether or not type of genre or other
disccucse~level features are constraints on tense marking. However, in recent
years researchers have been applying discourse analysis methods to second
language acquisition data, and several authors have suggested primary discourse
constraints governing tense marking patterns in second language acquisition
data. In each of their studies the focus is upon higher~level discourse
constraints, but there is no extensive consideration of lower-~level phenomena in
the analysis, such as phonological or agorphological form. In this study we pro-
pose that lower-level constraints cannot be ignored in the analysis of tense
merking in second language acquisition data. We first briefly summarize three
discourse studies, and then apply the methods of analysis suggested in them to
the two representative narratives from our corpus. The lower-level charac-
teristics of the data are also discussed, with reference to our findings pre-

sented in Chapters Two and Three.

Discourse Studies of Tense

In one important study, Godfrey (1980) examined tense marking in the speech

data of 20 adult ESL students, in both narrative and non-narrative tasks, from a
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discourse-level perspective. An error in tense marking was judged to have
occurred when the tense continuity was not maintained. He defines a "tense
continuitv" as "the realization of a temporary tense constraint in verbs with
corresponding tense" (Godfrey 1980:94). It is initiated by the first use of a
tense representing a particular temporal reference central to a topic, and con~
tinues until the topic is exhausted. When errors in tense marking were scored

in relation to these tense continuities, Godfrey found that the "error rates"
(in formation and use of a element related to tense) were higher for speakeré at

more rdvanced levels of proficiency than at lower levels. This finding contra-
dicted the expectation that speakers at a more advanced level of proficiency
have lower error rates than those at a less advanced level. He suggested that
there are a number of reasons for this deviation in expected error rates. Among
these reasons are: évoidance of verb marking (which in his analysis would mean
that a past tense constraint had not been initiated); a speaker's lack of aware-
ness of morphological tense marking; attention limitations (causing a speaker to
switch, for example, from past to present tense forms); types of topic continu-
ity established; and cegree of difficulty in maintaining a particular continuity
(e.g. present or past tense). If a speaker avoids tense marking on any verbs,
or is not aware of tense marking and therefore does not attempt its use, by
Godfrey 's definition no breaks in tense continuity occur. If a speaker has dif-
ficulty in attending to tense marking, there may be many breaks in tense con-
tinuity due to the alternation of past and present tense forms. When one of
these factors influences speech, the error rate for a speaker could be higher or
lower than expected given his or her level of proficiency, which would result in
deviations in expected error rates. Godfrey's method of analyzing tense
marking, then, is to examine fluctuaticns of past and present tense forms within

a section of discourse in which a particular tense continuity should be in
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effect (by his definition). The fluctuations are scored as errors.

in the second article, Wolfson (1982) discusses the need for researchers who
are examining non-native speaker data to incorporate in their analysis what is
known about tense usage in native speaker narratives, particularly in reference
to the conversational historical present tense (CHP). The CHP is the use of a
present tense form when a past event is being narrated. Wolfson criticizes
Godfrey 's analysis of discourse constraints on tense continuity because he,
following Chafe (1972), assumed that while the temporal reference remains the
same, discourse constraints in English require the speaker to use the same tense
throughout a narration. She accuses Godfrey of confusing tense continuity with
temporal reference, because he stated that a tense, once it is used, will repre-
sent a particular temporal reference until the topic it is associated with is
exhausted. This assumes that a speaker must continue to use the same tense
throughout a narration if the temporal reference remains the same. In contrast,
Wolfson (1978, 1979) and others (e.g. Schiffrin 1981) have shown that native
English speakers sometimes alternate between the historical present and simple
past in narratives. This alternation between tenses occurs even when the tem-
poral reference (e.g. a past event) remains the same. Wolfson has also
demonstrated that native speakers use this alternation to organize a narrative,
by separating the episodes in a story from one another. She suggests that
instead of making errors in their narratives, Godfrey's speakers "may have
attained a high degree of control over the use of the historical present tense",
and may have been using it at episode boundaries, which is where Godfrey found
many of the "errors" as he analyzed them to have occurred. Her main point is
that we must know how native speakers use the features we are investigating, in
order to do a valid analysis of non-native speaker usage, "recognizing that

discourse rules apply differently to different genres." (Wolfson 1982:68)
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In the third article, Kumpf (1984) examines temporal systems in
interlanguage. She utilized a "discourse-functional® approach to interlanguage
analysis in which the forms used in the data were indexed to a particular con-
text in the discourse. Her goal was to be able to approach interlanguage as
systematic in and of itself. One assumption was that in interlanguage
discourse, speakers control a range of possible structures in a given context

and "choose™ which ones to present (e.g. past and present tense forms),
Analyzing tense marking in narratives of a Japanese woman who had acquired

English in an untutored situation, Kumpf coded the discourse structures mainly
by dividing them into foreground and background clauses. She then showed how
they correlated with characteristics such as aspect, verb types (e.g. active and
stative), verb forms, and clause types. From her analysis she concluded that in
this speaker's interlanguage system, tense marking is not employed when
referring to completed action, but it is used to refer to states and to non-
completed action. Some of the categories and methods Kumpf used will be
explored in greater detail below.

As mentioned above, these researchers approach second language or
interlanguage data from different perspectives. Godfrey and Wolfson approach it
as an approximation of the target language, and therefgre they discuss "errors"
made by the non-native speaker. They differ, however, in their analysis of
tense marking behavior by native English speakers. Xumpf, on the other hand,
approaches interlanguage as a system which does not necessarily match the first
or the second language. Differing uses of tense marking are attributed to the
system of the interlanguage, and function within that system, although they may
function in other ways within the second language. In the data examined in
this report, tense marking (i.e. whether or not a form is marked for past

tense) is analyzed according to whether or not a native speaker of a mainstream
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dialect of English would be expected to use a past tense form in a purticular

instance or not. We do not reject interlanguage structuring apart from

Ly norms, but view the L, target system as an inevitable norm of reference in
the language learning situation.

Narrative Analysis

The first narrative we examine is presented in Table 4.1. It was extracted
from an interview done with a fifteen-year old male who had besn in the United
States for two years at the time of the interview (Subject # 84). The narrative
is arranged by clauses. When analyzing the clause structure of the narratives,
we attempted to follow Kumpf's classification system, by dividing narratives
into foreground and background clauses. She described foreground clauses as
those which push the event line forward, that is, they tell what happens next,
and remain in the same time frame for the entire episode or story. Background
clauses she defined as those which elaborate on the event line and do not push
it forward. In Table 4.1 foreground clauses are given in the left colum,
background clauses in the middle column, and other speech segments (interjec-
tions, phrases, etc.) in the third column. All of the clauses in the first and
second columns have verbs which could take past tense marking. Those which
require past tense marking by native speakers (ignoring at this time the
historical present tense) are underscored and designated as 0 for no past tense
marking, 1 for past tense marking, and NT when no tabulation was made. Some
verb occurrences were not tabulated for presence or absence of past tense
marking because of reliability factors (1.e. the rater could not discern absence
or presence of marking due to phonological reasons, could not hear a segment, or
time reference was ambiguous). The codes for these categories appear in two
columns to the right of the narrative. The third colum to the right of the

narrative codes the verbs in the foreground and background clauses as to whether
a8
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Table 4.9, Narrative, by Clause Type, Verd Form, and Tense Marking, Subject # 84

* marked for past tense

s ynmarked for past tense

f. = hyper-form

s "0 tabulation (for various reasons)

f
background

1
0
h.
N.
F
B
1nv = tnvariant

T.
z
)
v

foreground ~  Backgrond ~ Other

(F: What do you remesber ahout where you lived and stuff?

Whace was it 1ike where you were 1iving?)
Before 1 lived in Saigon.
The main capital of Vietnam.
And, after 1375, and uh the Vietnamese Communist they came 0 you know
took South Vietnas.
And then 1 came back to the farm of my grandmother.
And 1 live(d) there for almost one year,
And, they continue to,
you know, because my uncles and my fathers, they were the Vietnamese soldier.
And then, they search// for my father and my uncles. —
Cause sy uncles was the soldier for American.
And then we left that eity,
we came down to the eity,
that's its nxwe,
& MMall city name
And then I live(d) there for almost three years.
And 1 didn’t case to achool.
80 to school.
1 have to help my parents with the work o the fam
and to grow the rice,
scasthing like that,
and, we live(d) there for almcst three years
and have some probdblem,
because they still search for my father.
we have to find & way to escape from the Vietnapese Compunist.
we don't have the money.

—————

v /7 uh my father uh, he has to contact with sy grandfather.
Because my grandfather have the boat.
And he was the fishing.

On the way he search for the way to escape from Vietnamese Communist,
and my uncle mas caught by the Vietnamese Communist,
for three months,

And after they, you know, give my uncle freedos.
And we £ind a way to leave the, Vietnam, to case to another country

have the freedom, you know.

We Ting the freedom.
And, on the way we left Vietaanm with 72 people on the boat with 10 meters.

10 seters,
the long {8 10 meters
and the wide is
I thought maybe two and a half meters,
With 72 people,
and just all the people in my family 13 32 people.
With R0 people
you know,
they saw us to escape
and then they follow us
f we uh won't let them go with us
they will tell with the Vietnamese Communist to come to cateh us,
t(:;: Oh, a0 you have to take thas with you then?)
~huh
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Foreground Background Other

And for five days and five nights on the sea, we don't have snough \ater

food to eat.
After, five days and five nights we Saw the boat of the thiefs Thailand,
And they come to us
and we didn't know
that is a thiefs
We didn't know that.
, after they help us to get on their doat
one or hours, they give us food to eat
after that they search for gold.
Yeah,
the gold

of
of the people go in my doat,

and they show us the way to go to Malaysia.
And we went to Malaysia for around, one day and one night,
and we came to Malaysia.
We saw the island,
It's to0 many, 100 many people there,
About. ,
X thought,

42000 people
On the, on the island, about one-and-half miles.

We don't have food,

enough food to eat.
Everyday we have to g0 wp to the forest,
to cut down tree

(F: (nh-huh. In Malaysia?)
Yaah, in Malaysia,
in the island,
{t's almost a year,
We have the organization of American
they cane to, you know, ask us about something in Vietnam
and was my father
was Tn Vietnam,
and my father tell his
he was a soldier,
acmething like that.
They let us,
you know,
to left Malaysia
to cane to,
you know,
left the §sland
came to the main capital of Malaysia
{8 Kuala Lumpur.
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Foreground Background Other
And we live(d) there for, about three or four months.
You know,

we got to travel
because sy uncles, he went to Switzerland
and he sponsor my family to go to Switzerland
and after that,
and Detween Aserica and Switzeriand,
I don't know

what's wrong with them,
they put all of the Switzerland
that my father want to go to in Switzerland and American,
and they ask my father
why my father don't want to go to Aserica.
Why he mant to go to Switzerliand.
And gy father says
"hecause we have the relative in Switzerland
and we want 1o live together,®

e . or something like that.
y says the Switzerland :
they cannot come to the concentration camp to ask us ahout that,

and we live(d) there three months
and the American people they call us to come up there and then,
they says
now if my father want to go to America right,
they will let us go,
because the organization of Switzerland, they not accept us to Lo
Switzerland. s
Then we came here, right.
We re

s *
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they are regular or irregular forms.

Before the narratives are discussed in detail, we need to explain Kumpf''s
analysis of the verbs used in foreground and background clauses more thoroughly.
In her analysis of narratives, Kumpf categorized the various forms of the verbs
as either base form (combining both regular and irregular verbs), irregular past
form, verb + ed, etc. Because she combined the base forms of both irregular and

regular verbs into one category, we are unable to determine from her discussion
what percentage of regular verbs and what percentage of irregular verbs were

unmarked for past.

According to Kumpf's analysis, 78 percent of the foreground clauses used
the base form of the verb, and 15 percent contained the irregular past forms.
However, she speculated that these irregulars may be learned as separate items,
since their nonpast counterparts did not appear in the data. From these obser-
vations, she concluded that completed action in the foreground was expressed
with the base form. In the background clauses almost 60 percent of the stative
verbs used were tensed, including three examples of regular verbs, Kumpf stated
that this use of three regular verbs marked for tense demonstrated that the
"verb + ed" form was known to the speaker. Her claim was that the speaker
distinguished between foreground and background clauses, since only base forms
of regular verbs were used in the foreground clauses, whereas the past tense
forms occurred in the background clauses. However, Kumpf did not examine the
phonological environment in which these regular verbs occurred; that is, were
they followed by a word beginning with a consonant, a vowel, or by a pause?
Also, she did not describe the past tense forms of the regular verbs. Did they
have a final consonant cluster, /d/, or /Id/? As we have seen in Chapters Two
and Three, these lower-~-level phenomena are essential constraints on the inci-

dence of tense ‘marking.
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Overall, Kumpf concluded that this speaker's interlanguage called for
wmarked forms to refer to completed action, and tensed forms to refer to states
and to noncompleted action. We would like to suggest that before that conclu-
sion can be drawn, the other surface level features must be examined.

We can now examine in detail the narrative in Table 4.1, utilizing Kumpf's
method of analysis and considering her conclusions. Our analysis of the narra-
tive is summarized in three tables and one figure. Table 4.2 lists the irregu-
lar and regular verd forms which were used in the narrative and the number of
times they were unmarked for past tense over their total number of occurrences.
The irregular verbs were unmarked for past 55.7 percent of the time, whereas the

regular verbs were unmarked in fourteen out of fifteen occurrences, or 93.3

percent.

IRREGULAR VERBS # Unm/T REGULAR VERBS # Unm/T
come/came 2/9 1live 0/1
take/took 1/2 continue 171
is/was 3/9 search Wy
leave/left 0/3 follow 171
don't/didn't 4/7 help 171
have/had 77 show 1/1
give/gave 2/2 sponsor 1/1
find/found 2/2 want 3/3
see/saw 0/4 ask 171
go/went 1/3 call 171
get/got 172

tell/told 1/1

say/said 3/3 Total 14/15 = 93.3%
cannot/could not 1/1

what 's/what was 171

it's/it was 2/2

won't/wouldn't 1/1

will/would 2/2

Total /61 = 55.7%

Table 4.2. Incidence of Unmarked Tense for Irregular and Regular Verbs,
Subject # 84
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Table 4.3 presents the tabulations for unmarked tense by irregular and regu-
lar verbs for the entire interview, and compares the narrative to the remainder
of the interview. This subject's tense marking behavior conforms to the pattern
found in the wider group of subjects, in that irregular verbs are marked more
frequently for past tense than regular verbs (54.2% versus 95.0% for the 1-3 LOR
group). Although the numbers of occurrences are small, tense marking in indivi-

dual verbs can also be examined. For example, come is often marked for past (in
T out of 9 occurrences), whereas have is wnmarked in all seven instances. These

ratios are similar to the subject's tense marking pattems in the entire
interview, in which come was unmarked in only 13 out or 75 oceurrences, but have
was unmarked in 29 out of 31 cases. Again, this mirrors the total group of
subjects, where we found that some irregular verb forms were marked for past
much more than others.

Table 4.4 presents the division of foreground and background clauses, and
categorizes the verbs in these clauses by marked, unmarked, no tabulation,
hyper-forms, invariant, and those which were used in a direct quote. They are
further divided into regular and irregular verbs. No clear pattern emerges in
this narrative with marked or unmarked forms being predominant in foreground or
background clauses. However, there is variation in marking of the irregular |
verbs among these categories. For Instance, come is unmarked for past in two
foreground clauses, but marked in seven of them. Go is unmarked for past in one
background clause, marked in another, and marked in one foreground clause.

While more of the irregular verbs were marked for past than were unmarked in the
foreground clauses (18 versus 11), a smaller number were marked than unmarked in
the background clauses (9 versus 23). We suggest that this difference in
marking is a function of the particular verbs which were used, and not a func-

tion of a discourse-level constraint. For instance, there are a number of
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IRREGULAR VERBS

INTERVIEW

NARRATIVE

INTERVIEW -
NARRATIVE

REGULAR VERBS

INTERVIEW

Final
/a/

/1d/
C.C1.

Total

NARRATIVE
Total

INTERVIEW -
NARRATIVE

Total

Table 4.3.

Unm/T

10/11
6/7
19719

(excluding modals
and contractions)

(inclwding modals
and contractions)

(excluding modals
and contractions)

(including modals
and contractions)

(excluding modals
and contractions)

(including modals
and contractions)

Following environment

35/37

9/9

26/28

c v

% Unm/T %
90.0 T7/1 100.0
85.7 2/2 100.0
100.0 14715 93.3
94.6 23/24 95.8
100.0 4/5 80.0
92.9 19719  100.0

1127275 40.7
128/291 44,0
27754 50.0
34/61 55.7
85/221 38.5
94/230 40.9
//
Unm/T <
1/1 100.0
3/3 100.0
4/y 100.0
1/1 100.0
3/3 100.0

Incidence of Unmarked Tense for Irregular and Regular Verbs
in Interview and Narrative, Subject # 84
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Tense Verd # of Oce. Examples
Marking Type
FOREGROUND
CLAUSES  Unmarked Irr 1" give(2), find, come(2), take,
get, tell, says(3)
Reg 9 continue, search(3), follow, help,
show, ¢ 'k, call
Marked Iprp 18 came(7), took, left(3), was, saw(d),
went, got
Reg 0
No Tab Irr 0
Reg 5 live(d} there(5)
Invariant 2 let,put
Total 45
BACKGROUND
CLAUSES Unmarked Irr 23 find, go, have(3), have to(3),
has te, is(3), will(2), won't,
don't(4), cannot, what's, it's(2),
Reg 5 search, sponsor, want(3)
Marked Irr 9 was(l4), were, didn't(3), went
Reg 1 iived
No Tab Irr 5 that's, have, is(2), don't
Reg 1 live(d) there
1 not accept
Hyper- Irr 2 thought (2)
forms
Quote Irr 1 have
Reg 1 want
Total 49
Table 4.4. Tense Marking in Foreground and Background Clauses, Subject # 84
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modals and contractions which were used in the background clauses. The modals
in our other data often appeared as unmarked, and the contractions were Judged
to be too difficult to accurately analyze for phonological reasons, and were not
generally included in the analysis of tense marking. That is why the totals in
Table 4.3 separate other verds from modals and contractions. Their inclusion
here supports the notion that particular verbs are themselves having an effect
on tense marking. Also, have was often used in the background clauses, and is
another verb which was generally unmarked in the wider data set, and could skew
the figures for the number of unmarked forms.

Returning to Table 4.3, we note a higher percentage of unmarking of irregu-
lar verbs in the narrative than in the interview as a whole (50.0% versus 40.7%;
or 55.7% versus 44.0% including modals and contractions), There were other
narratives within the rest of the data from this subject which are not separated
out at this point, as well as discourse genres which would utilize past tense
forms. We do not know if the difference in percentages here is significant. If
it is, the difference may be a result of discourse factors; that is, due to
narrative versus non-narrative speech behavior, or it might be a function of the
individual verbs which were used. Further examination of the whole interview
will be required before a definite conclusion can be drawn in this regard.

A final feature to be examined for this narrative is the sequencing of
marked and unmarked verbs throughout the narrative. This sequencing is
displayed iu Figure 4.1, with marked and unmarked verbs appearing on opposite
sides of the line. The succession of episodes described in the narrative is
indicated by lines drawn to the verb which initiated each episcde. As discussed
above, both Godfrey and Wolfson have investigated tense sequencing. If we were
to apply Godfrey's analysis based on interruptions in a tense continuity to this

data, it would be marked for many errors. Because the narrative begins with a
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marked form (came), and the temporal reference remains the same throughout the
narration, past tense forms should be used throughout the narrative according to
Godfrey. Some of his explanations for this non-maintenance of tense continuity
would possibly apply to this data, such as the speaker's attention limitations
or the degree of difficulty in maintaining tense continuity (especially for cer-
tain verbs). However, the explanations would be incomplete without

acknowledging the fact that, for example, fourteen out of the fifteen regular
verbs which were used were unmarked for past tense, apparently because of a

lower-level constraint due to verdb form. These verbs do not appear in one
cluster in the narrative, but are interspersed throughout it. Therefore, the
tense continuity is obviously affected by the regular/irregular distinction. In
the same way, particular verbs which are generally not marked (such as have)
would also interrupt the tense continuity in Godfrey's analysis.

Finally, one last observation related to Wolfson's claims about the effect
of the historical present tense. An examination of the narrative as it is
divided into episodes clearly shows that the present and past tense forms do not
fall neatly into sections determined by episodes, as would be expected if
unmarked forms could be interpreted as historical present forms. (Wolfson
{1978 reported that the switch between past tense and the conversational
historical present operates to "partition important events in the story from
each other.") It does not appear, then, that this subject is using the present
tense form to represent the historical present tense in this narrative, as
wolfson suggested that second language learners might do. We suspect that a
much higher level of language proficiency would be needed for the native-like
alternation of past and historical present tense forms in English.

The second narrative we examine was extracted from an interview with a

thirty-three year old female who had been ‘n the United States for seven years
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at the time of the interview (Subject # 78). The narrative is presented in
Table 4.5, and the analysis appears in Tables 4.6-4.8 and Figure 4.2. Within
the narrative, this speaker marked slightly over half of the irregular verb
occurrences for past tense (51.2%), but marked none of the regular verbs. In
the entire interview she marked a regular verb only one time in eighty occurren-
ces (1.3%), whereas the irregular verbs were marked in 31.3 percent of the
occurrences (including modals and contractions). For irregular verbs, there was
more marking in the narrative than in the overall interview; the opposite pat-
tern vis-a-vis our first speaker. Even though the number of occurrences for
many of the individual verbs which were used in the narrative is low, it should
be noted that only one of the irregular verbs appeared in the narrative in both
marked and unmarked forms (go/went); that is, varying in tense marking. All of
the other irregular verbs occurred only in markeﬁ or in unmarked form. This
adds further support to the idea that particular verbs may be constraints (i.e.
lexical constraints) on unmarking.

The tabulations in Table 4.8 indicate that this speaker had a much greater
ratio of background to foreground clauses (49 to 19) than did the first speaker
(49 to 45). As in the first narrative we discussed, more irregular verbs were
marked for past tense than unmarked in foreground clauses (8 versus 2), while
more were unmarked than marked in background clauses (19 versus 14). This may
have been a function of the individual verbs which were used in these clauses.
For example, said (marked for past) occurred seven times in the foreground
clauses, accounting for seven of eight of the foreground clauses which were
marked. It is interesting to note that this speaker used the past tense form in
each of the five instances in which she used a modal in the narrative, which may
be an example of forms that have been learned as separate lexical items, as
Kumpf (1984) suggested. Again, these examples indicate the influence that par-
ticular lexical items have on tense marking patterns.
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IRREGULAR VERBS #Unm/T REGULAR VERBS ¢ Unm/T
come/came 1/1 live /7
go/went 3/4 want 2/2
have/had 9/9 help 3/3
say/said 0/8 learn 1/1
don't/didn't /7 move /1
see/saw 2/2 ask 171
tell/told 1/1 pay /1
t.ake/took 0/1 need /1
understand/ 3/3
understood Total 17/17 = 100.0%

is/was (aux) 11 '

(main verb) 11
cannot./could not 0/4
will/would 0/1

Table 4.6, 1Incidence of Unmarked Tense for Irregular and Regular Verbs,
Subject # 78

In the tense sequencing chart for this narrative (Figure 4.2) we again list
the marked verbs on the left side and the unmarked forms on the right. The
verbs which could not be tabulated for phonological reasons are displayed in the
center of the figure. The episodes are marked according to the verb which was
used to initiate the telling of the episode. Again, the alternations of marked
and unmarked forms do not correlate neatly with the initiation of the episodes
in the narrative. This evidence suggests that this speaker is not utilizing the
historical present tense as we would expect it to be utilized as a systematic
discourse strategy. An analysis based only on interruptions of tense continuity
for reasons such as attention limitations or difficulty in maintaining tense
continuities, as Godfrey (1980) may suggest, does not seem to be an adequate
analysis of this narrative, if lower-level phenomena, such as phonological form
of the regular wv'b, are ignored in the analysis. In other words, while atten-
tion limitations may be used to explain unmarkec tense, a more explicit reason

regarding pronunciation difficulties may be be more accurate.
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IRREGULAR VERBS
INTERVIEW

NARRATIVE

INTERVIEW -
NARRATIVE

REGULAR VERBS
INTERVIEW

Final
/d/ 177

/1d/ 7/8
C.C1. 21/21

(excluding modals
and contractions)

(including modals
and contractions)

(excluding modals
and contractions)

(including modals
and contractions)

(excluding modals
and contractions)

(including modals
and contractions)

Following environment

Total 35/36

NARRATIVE
Total 9/9

INTERVIEW -
NARRATIVE

Total 26/27

C \/
% Unm/T 4

100.0 9/9 100.0
87.5 1/1 100.0
100.0 27/27 100.0
a7.2 37/37 100.0
100.0 777 100.0
96.3 30/30 100.0

1467203 71.9
wW7/21 69.7
21/38 55.3
21/43 48.8
125/165 75.8
126/168 75.0
//
Unm/T %
1 100.0
6/6 100.0
/7 100.0
171 100.0
6/6 100.0

Table 4.7. Incidence of Unmarked Tense for Irregular and Regular Verbs,
in Interview and Narrative, Subject # 78
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FOREGROUND
CLAUSES

Total

BACKGROUND
CLAUSES

Total

Table 4.8,

Tense Verb ¢ of Oce. Examples
Marking Type
Unmarked Irr 2 go(2)
Reg 5 help(2), move, ask, live
Marked Irr 8 said(7), took
Reg 0
No Tab Irr 0
Reg 4 live(d) that, talk(ed) to,
move(d) to(2)
19
Unmarked Irr 19 come, go, have(6), has(3), see(2),
tell, understand(3), is(2)
Reg 12 live(6), want(2), help, learn,
pay, need
Marked Irr % didn't(7), couldn't(4), would, said,
went,
Reg 0
No Tab Irr 3 have/had, think, have
Reg 0
deletion(?)1 _____ divorce
49

Tense Marking in Foreground and Background Clauses, Subject # 78
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Conclusion

In this chapter we have examined tense marking in two representative narra-
tives extracted from our wider data set. We have demonstrated that some of the
constraints which were found to be operating on tense marking in the interview
data, when considered as a whole, were also operating within the narratives. In
both narratives the irregular versus regular verb distinction was maintained.
That is, irregular verbs were marked for tense more often than regular verbs.
Also, there was variation in marking between individual verbs, showing some of
the form differences noted in Chapter Three. We conclude that these constraints
are critical factors influencing tense marking within narratives. We speculate
that some of the other constraints that were discussed in Chapters Two and
Three, such as }bllowing phonological environment, also influence tense marking
in narratives. However, more data would need to be analyzed to reveal their
effects.

Some interesting patterns on the discourse level were revealed. Subject
# 84 had a higher ratio of ummarked to marked irregular verbs in the narrative
versus the entire interview, while Subject # 78 showed the opposite pattern (a
higher percentage of marking in the narrative). We do not know at chis point
whether or not this patterm is related to higher-level factors which influenced
the two speakers' tense marking in opposite manners. The regular verbs had
approximately the same percentage of unmarking in the narratives as in the
interviews. However, there were very few regular verbs marked for past tense in
general, making it difficult to discern any difference in patterning in the
narrative versus the entire interview for them,

With respect to foreground and background clauses as presented by Kumpf
(1984), we found that the speakers in both narratives marked more irregular

verbs in the foreground clauses than in the background. We suggested that this
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was probably due to lexical constraints rather than to discourse-level
constraints. It may be, however, that there are higher-level constraints which
are operating for these speakers to make tense marking in the foreground clauses
Seem to be more important than in background clauses. This pattern is the oppo-
Site of the one that Kumpf (1984) found. In her data, verbs which represented
completed action in the foreground clauses were marked for tens: less often than

verbs which represented states and uncompleted action in the background clauses.

However, because she did not examine lower-level features, we do not know how
they may have influenced tense marking in her data. For example, she found that
most stative verbs (which includes copula) in the background clauses were
marked. Our analysie of the wider data set revealed that be was frequently
marked for past in comparison to many other irregular verbs. Thus, we conjec-
ture that the stative/non-stative distinction is probably related to verb form
be (as a suppletive past) rather than the aspectual distinction of stative
versus non-stative. At least the form distinction must be controlled (e.g. by
comparing regular form statives versus regular form non-statives) before such a
conclusion can be reached.

We also examined the tense sequencing within the narratives, as Godfrey
(1980) and Wolson (1982) have suggested. Although some of Godfrey's explana-
tions for interruptions in tense continuity may apply to this data, such as
attention limitations of the speakers, or difficulty in maintaining the tense
continuity, we cannot be certain that it is these factors which are operating on
tense marking if lower-level features are not also investigated. In reference
to Wolfson's method of analysis, it seems that these speakers were probably not
utilizing historical present tense, since tense switching did not correlate

significantly with episode boundaries. A high level of proficiency in English
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would probably need to be attained before non-native speakers could utilize
historical present tense.

While discourse factors in second language acquisition data certainly need
to be researched, studies based only on methods of discourse analysis are pre-
sently incomplete. Without first taking surface-level features and the
variation patterns of those features.into account, evidence based only on a
discourse level analysis of tense marking will be highly skewed and the conclu-
sions made on this basis will remain quite suspect.
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CHAPTER FIVE

TENSE NMARKING AND WRITING
introduction

Our presentation of the pattarned variability of tense
mnarking in apoken language providea a solid enpiricel bamis for
the exaninstion of teanse marking in written language. Although
there certainly ia evidence te Suggest that apoken language
divergence aay be masnifeatad in written language, there is
considerable debate over the precise nature of this
manifestation. Some studies (e.g. Wolfram and Whiteman 1971,
Kreaft 1984) have viewed this manifestation as transparent and
direct, but other studies (e.g. Whiteman 1976) have challenged
this assumption.

We have demonatrated in our previous chapters that thare
are a nuaber of aurface constraints that systamatically affect
the variability of tenase marking patterns, but that higher lavel
diacourse constraints wera not particularly reievant in
accounting for these pattarns. We cannot, however, aimply asasuse
that thia is the case in writing, given the differencea that
exiat hctwnoé the two mediums. Are the same kinds of surface
constraints that were isclated in apoken language operative in
written language? Ara there other kinda of conatrainta,
including those on a higher organizational level, that might be

isolated? UWhat constraints on variability (if any) can bde
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iacleted for writing? Thase are empirical questions that

hopefully can be snavered on the basis of our analysis of a

written language swaple,

sample

Since the focuas of this study ia on variabhility in tense
sarking, the only writing samples that are relevent for analysis
are those that have sufficient potantial for the Teslization
of tense marking and those that show aome variability.

In order to establish this base, we thus aet up the following
criteria for selection of primary writing data in thia study?: (1)
the writer must have at lesat 8 cases (including all sanmples of
writing) which would require paat tenae marking according to the
rules of atandard English tense formations (2) there must be at
least two or more instances of unmarked past tense. These
€riteria are somevhat erbitrary, but are necesssry to enaure
writing data that parmit the systematic atudy of variability in
tense marking.

Although we collected over 50 writing sanples from
differant apeskers in all, only 18 different writing samples,
representing 13 different writers met the criteria for inclusion
in the primary corpus, and all of these ware writers in the 1-3
LOR group . The secondary corpus, conaisting of writing samples
that did nov meet criteria for quantitative study, is used oenly
in the qualitative analysis. In aome cases, the secondary writing
sanples aimply did not have enough potential cases for the

quantitative study of tense marking as writers often choose

121
136



TR e

T

topics other than paat tense narratives for their writing samsple.

B IR A | L i L

o0 - A - A g e T . - - . L it (O BT e
- . i !

- nr,.—,.w,l AT o

T T Y

In a few cases, there were not enough exanples of unmarked past
tenae to aatiafy criterion for atudying variability 4in tenae
nmarking. Our primary sample is not axtenaive, but we atill think

that patterns of variability in written language tense marking

: b
‘1 ‘ -

should be indicated in the analysis. Confirmation of the
patterna indicated here, however, will have to come from a survey
considerably more extenaive than the one cenducted here. The

profile of writers making up the sample used for Quantitative

tabulations is given bdelow.

dgmple Age Sex  LOR  Writing Possgge Tvpe
9 i4 " 1-3 Narrative, How Spant Weekend
21 15 F 1-3 Book Report, “Gone with the Wind*
22 13 F 1-3 Book Report, "Gone with the Wind"
23 13 F 1-3 Narrative, Funny Happenings
2%5a 12 F 1-3 Book Report, "Not a Teeny Wink"
25b Book Report, "In the Land of Small
Dragon”
26 12 | 1-3 Book Report, "The Silly Little
Rabbit"
28a 11 N 1-3 Story, “Outer Space"
28b Story., "Freebdus Gesort™
28¢ Story, “Loat in a Stora"
' 30a 11 M 1-3 Story, “Lost in & Stora"
30> Story, "Diacoveringe Outer Space”
30¢ Story, “Trip to Mara"
33 10 N 1-3 Story, "“Wishes"
34 12 M 1-3 Narrative, World wWar II12
40 26 | 1-3 Narrstive, Life in United States
44 25 M 1-3 Narrative Description of Vietnam
45 25 N 1-3 Narrative, NMoving to New Country

Table 5.1. Primary Writing Samplea for Quantitative Analyaia

Following is an eaxample of a written sanpla, with each

inatence of potential tenae aarking noted. Cases in which past
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tenae is marked are indicated by solid underlining and inatances
of unmarking are indicated by broken underlining. In addition,
cases of “hyper” or over-correction involving tense marking and
auxiliariea (cf. the Section on Hyper-Forms ) are noted with an
asterisk. Thia sample comes from a Dook report which wes written

as part of a regular claasrcom assignment by a 15 year old female

who has been here 1-3 years,

Gone with the Wind

“Gone with the Wind" is an exciting love story, shas
written by Nargaret Nitchell. This story shss_besun on a bright
April afterncon of 1861, in Atlanta, Georgia.

The main character in this story was Scarlett 0’Hara. She
vas one of the Coast Aristoorat of French descent. Her father
vos Gerald O’Hera, the owner of Tara. Tara js a plantation
which has a length of more than 200 miles. And the important
characters in this story are Nelly Hamilton, Charles Hamilton,
Rhett, Ellen O’Hara, Ashley Wilkes and much much more.

Scarlet O’Hara was a beautiful, charay girl. But she T Y3
also an unfortunate girl. This story shes _written sdout her
during the civil war between Southarners and the Yankaes.
Scarlett *wgs fallen in love with Ashley Wilkes, but he ¥as going
to *married his cousin which jis Melly Hamilton. Scarlett became
miserable from that time. After & few years, *she’s_married
Charlas Hamilton, and hope this will make her forget about Ashlay
Vilkes. After two months of living with Charles, she hsd a baby,
and Charles’s _dead in the war, by pneumcnia. But snyway she’s
atill loved Ashley in secrete {sic] and noone gould understand.
During this war time, all ladies lived very lonely. Melly
(Charles’s sister) alwsys gtay with Scarlett and gomfort her.
Nelly was & very nice little girl., She had s shaped-face with
black eyes, pointed of chin and square of jaw. She Joved
Scarlett so much. But cause of love, Scarlett always wish that
Melly would dead so ahe could have Ashley, and Mellay *haa never
known that,

Year after year, cause of money. miserable, love, Scarlett
2hod been remarried, The man was Rhett, who she was not only
didn’t want to smarried Rhett, but always rerenbdbesred Asley. She
dove him very much. But he would never answer her.

When the war wag over, and Aahley’as coming back. Melly
thas been miscarriage and dead. And now everyone was miserable.
Before Scarlett wish that Melly would die so ahe cen have Ashley,
now Aahley wap coming back and Melly was dead, but she Jidn’t
want him any more., Everything wes reveal, and Rhett knew
evarything, now jis the time he ynderstand about his wife. At
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lest he decided to go back to his own place of birth, and forget

evearything. He try to find his own new life, and pecple whom

he’s never known before. He would enjoy hunting, and fishing in

the reat of his life. Thia happened make Scarlett falt crazy. 40
At last Scarlett felt so guiltys; she thought the only man

he love was Rhett. But now iz toeo late for her to say that, when

she already loat Rhett, the man who love her a0 much, and she bhas

never answer him by the nice words. She has slways run along
with the man who never love her. 45

After xaading the atory, I thought it was so msad , but I
Aiked it. It helped me learn a lot of new words, which I haven’t

known before. It helped ma to practice in reading. This was
the moat interesating atory I’ve ever read. It ook me & long

time to sit there and read. Sometimes I laught and sometimes S0
sried.

The sasple illustrates aeveral of the probless involved in
tabulsting axamples of tense marking, and the decisions made in
recording particular cases as marked or unmarked. First of all,
we have tried to separate generic tense interludes in the
narratives from past tense narrative lines in the discourse. For
example, in line 8 through 10 of the narrative, the general
comaent about the characters is parenthetical to the narrative
line and does not requira past tense. Thus, we do not consider
this a case of potential past tense marking. However, other
cases provide a generic setting in a past tense context (e.g.
line 11-13). In such cases, there might be an initial choice
betwveen past and non-paat tense, but an initial choice to provide
6 past tense aetting requires its continuation in the 65
deacription. 1In asuch casaeas, a form iz tabulated aa unmarkedi for
potential past, based on the target English norm. While other
investigators might have interpreted some particiular examples of
potential tense marking salightly differently from our analyais
here, we do not fael that this would result in significant

differences in the overall patterns of tense marking variation
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(see our diacuasion of reliability in Chapter Thrae). In cases
of auxiliary overextension or generalization (as in line 1, where
has written is used for was written. or line 13, whare was fallen
is used for fell), we have tabulated the narking pattern on the
bausis of the surface form found in the Ppassage rather than the
presuned English target form. Such decisions are relevant to our
tabulation of different kinds of surface forms, such as ke, have,
and so forth. Finally, there are some cases of contraction
involving is end has which we have tabulated as unmarked for past
tense because the atandard English written convention allows only
non-paat forms to be contracted (In apokaen language, there are
dialects of Engliah that allow contraction to take place in both
non-past and past forms, cf. Wolfram and Chriatian 1976). Thus,
cases such as Ashlev’s corming in line 31 orxr ghe’s atill loved
Ashley in secrete (sic) in line 15 are tabulated as indications
of unmarked past tenae for is and have, respectively. Although
different interpretations of these caaas right lead to adjusted
figures in the overall quantitative tabulations, the major
patterna of tense marking should remain transparent. We ahall
hava more to say about aome of these patterns in our
consideration of verd subclasses.

Varisbility in T Mark;

Aa in spoken language, tense marking in written language
can be a highly variable phenomenon, with forms acnatimes being
naxrked for past tense and sometimes being unmarked. However, we
cannot simply assume that the nature of this variability is

isomorphic with that found in spoken language. The patterns of
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variation may be different, and the systematic conatrainta on
variability may be different aa well. The nature of thia
variation in writing is, of course, an empirical queation, which
wve ahall attempt to snswer on the basis of the quantitative
avidence found in our samples.

Our initial breakdown of the incidence of tense marking is
nade between regular and irregular verb forms, where the ragular
forms are defined as those repreasented as ~qd (or -gd) in writing
(e.9._loved, messed. wanted’ and /d/, /t/, or /1d/
Phoneleogically (m.g. llavdl, (mEst), {wantldl). All other past
tenae realizations are considered irregular, including suppletive
forms, internal vowel change, and replacive consonants. The
basic breakdown is given for each writing aample used in thias
atudy 4in Tadla 5.2. In the accompanying figure, Figure 5.3, a
comparison of tense marking for written ianguage and spoken

language tense unmerking (from Chapter Four) ias given.
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9
23
22
23
25a
25b
26
28a
28>
28¢
30a
30b
30¢
33
34
40
44
45

Total

Regular ixregular

Unm. /Tot K Una. Unm./Tot X Unm.
172 $0.0 2710 20.0
10720 S0.0 20/57 3s5.1
6/20 30.0 28/54 46.3
1/9 20.0 2/19 13.3
Qs2 0.0 1/76 16.7
1/2 $0.0 2/6 33.3
2/2 100.0 2/7 28.6
171 100.0 1/13 7.7
6/8 75.0 277 28.6
77 S7.1 S/717 29.4
3/5 60.0 9/s17 $2.9
3/3 60.0 7737 41.2
4710 40.0 8720 40.0
279 40,0 173 33.3
171 100.0 10722 45.9
i/712 8.3 1/20 5.0
2/7 28.6 0/15 0.0
1/4 25.0 i/8 12.S
497118 41.5 997314 31.5

Iotal

Una./Tot X% Unm.
3712 25.0
30777 39.0
31/74 41.9
3720 15.0
178 12.9%
3/8 37.5
4/9 44 .4
2714 14.3
8718 83.3
8724 37.5
12722 84.5
10/22 45.4
12730 40.0
3/8 37.%
11/23 47 .8
2/32 6.3
2/22 9.1
2/12 16.7
148/432 4.3

Table 5.2 Unmarked Tense for Regular and Irregular Verd Forms in

108,
98,
88,
18,
68,
38,
48
38
28
18,

Writing Samplas

2a?® X3 W B DR On‘lﬂﬂ’.ﬁﬂﬂ"ﬂ

Fig. 5.1 Unmarked Tenze for Regular and Irregular Verd Forms

Invegulap

Regular

Spoken/Npi tten Languag'e Groups

01-~3 LORA4-7 LOR GMriting
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Saveral observaetiona can be made on the basis of Table 5.2
and Figure B.1. To begin with, we aess that the overall incidence
of unmarked tense is generxally higher in spoken language than in
written language. If the total corpus of written language samplaa
vware included, the difference between tense marking in apoken and
written language would be much more dramatic. As it is, given
our criteria for inclusion in the Primary corpus, the frequency
levels of unmarking are in line with the 4-7 LOR spoken language
group. This parallelism exists deapite the fact that the
@ll of our writers in the primary sample have been in the United
States from one to three Yearsa.

Differences in spoken and written language tense marking
fragquancy are probably beat explained in terms of the overt
learning that takes place with respect to the Engliah writing
systes and the formality of the task involved in writing.

In writing, soma of the phonological procesass that aay result in
surface unmarking (cf. Chapter Three) nay be overcome through
rote mesorization of forms. In our earlier study of writing in
Vietnamese Engliah (Christian, Wolfram, and Hat. ield 1983), we
noted that there was relatively limited phonological tranafer in
written language as compared with the extensive phenologicel
tranafer that could be found in the apoken language. Some of the
phonologically-derived basis for tense unmarking obviousaly may be
overcome® in written language even though apeskers continue to
ratain extenaive surface unmarking in apoken language.

A related observation concerns the relative strength of the

regular/irregular constraint on marking found in written language
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a8 compared with apoken language. In apoken language, the
constraint is aignificant for all groups., and unmarking is always
fevored on regular forms. The conatraint is not nearly ao strong
in written language, although the pattern suggeats that it is
raintained as a slightly favorable effect on unmarking.
Individual writers with adegquate tokens foxr qQuantitative
tabulation (five or more in each category) tend to favor
unmarking on regular forms, but the pattern is not univeraal. O0Of
the 10 writing samples with five or more cases of potential tense
unnarking of both regular and irregular foras, aight favor the
unmarking of regular forma, one (No. 22) favora unmarking on
irregular foras, npd one (No. 30¢) shows no real difference. In
apoken language, we have yet to find a apeaker who favored
unmarking with irregular forms (cf. Chapter Four). We thus
suggest that the pattern we have here in the written language is
indicative of the spoken language, but hardly isomorphic. In the
proceas of the medium ahift, the constraint may ba weakened
considerably, to the point where it should be viewed as a
tendency rather than an inflexible constraint.

Although the reguler/irregular constraint is not as atrong
in written language as it is in apoken language, we have found
that writers with "vestigial tanse unmarking” (i.e. cases limited
to less than 10 per cent of all potential cases of tense marking)
tend to retain {t on regular forms. Thus, several writers in the

secondary corpus who have a single cese of tense unmarking reveal

it on a regular form,
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In our tabulation of apoken language surface forms in
Chapter Four, we saw that the particular way in which the
irregular paat was formed was a constraint on tenae marking,
Specificelly, wa saw that the categories asuppletive
(pradominantly be but also qo/went) internal vowel change (e.g.
con@/cane, run’/ran). internal vowel change ¢+ suffix (ae.g.
deave/left, keep/kept, replacive (predoainantly have/hed but also
items auch as make/made’) and modal (o.g. gon/gould, will/would)
were relevant categeories affecting the patternad variability of
past tense marking. In Table 3.3, we have recorded the incidence
of past tenae marking in terms of thease aane categories, while
Figure 5.2 compares the written pattern with the overall figures
for the two LOR groups used as our primary spoken language
sample. Bacause of the limited numbers of tokens for individual

writers, we only include the SuURnary percentages for the

different categories.
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Writing SuRpls. Int. Vow, Vow,sSuf, Repl, NModal

Sample
Unm./Tot. Una./Tot. Unm./Tot. Unm./Tot. Unm./Tot.
9 0/4 174 ~ofem- 172 —mfw~
21 7725 174 os7 10713 2/8
2 3714 a4/7 14/28 3/3 172
23 1/9 0s2 o/s3 “ofo~ 1/3
235a 0/2 0s2 —~wfo- cefe- 172
25b 2/4 0r1 crfm= o/1 —~——f -
26 /2 275 wwfom- - wonf=-
28a 0/6 0rs% /72 - f - —efe-
28> 1/3 os1 Qr2 1/} m—mf -
28¢c /6 277 /73 171 il Al
30a 377 /7?7 171 1/1 071
30b 277 2/6 2/3 1/} —~—f=-
30¢ 3/7 1/3 0/s6 o~ 4/4
34 /12 s8/9 ~ofm—- 1/ ——f-
40 0/6 /8 os2 cmfam 1/4
44 o/5 Q/2 071 o/s5 0r2
45 0/3 —wf- O/s3 /4 wof -
Total 27/122 22775 19/%9 21734 10724
X Unmarked 22.1 29.3 32.2 61.7 41.7
Table 5.3 Incidence of Past Tense Marking in Writing Based on
Different Types of Irregular Forms
p 180
e 98
r 3.
e 80
e 78
1]
t 68,
|
g 8
¢ ) = &
T}
n
n 20,
a
r 18
K ooe
e A Y g e ) .
d Replacive Modal Int. Vow, Uow, #Suff, Suppletive
Spoken/Nritten Language Croup
[I1-3L0R Ad- 7LOR Ol ting 131

Fie, 5.2 Past Tense Markine hv Irrecular Varb Form
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We aee in Tadble 5.3 and Fig. 5.2. a pattern in the written
languags samples which matchesa the systematic relationships of
the constraints found in spoken language. The figures are, in
fact, strikingly close for the apoken language 4-~7 LOR group and
the writing aample. In both mediuma of language, suppletive is
the verdk type with the least amount of unmarking and replacive
the form with the most unmarking. The other verbd types also ahow
ainilar tendencies, in that modals are ranked second in their
promotion of unmarking, and internal vowel change (including dboth
ainple vowal change and vowal change + suffix since there is no
significant difference between the two types) falls between
modala and suppletives in its effect on tense marking. Given the
vweakening of the genersl constraint betvween ragular and irregular
forms, we are somewhat surprised that this subclassification of
irregular forms is as parallel as it ia. There is certainly
sufficient avidence to say that the constraint on irregular verd
typea holds up in the written language data.

Finally, we should say something about the extent to which
the overall pattern of variability is reflective of the
individual writers. In our corpus, thare are only three writers
who have adequate tokens for such consideration, given the different
varb subclasses we have delimited, Writer 21 (with 77 cases of
potential past tense marking, Writer 22 (with 74 cases), and
Writer 30 (with 74 cases whan the three different samnples are
combinad)., Although aome of the typea (viz. modal and replacive)
atill have limited tokens, it is poasible to get an indication

from these speakers as to the kind and extent of individual
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variation. 1In Fig. 5.3 we have indicated the distribution of
tense unmarking for regular verbs and four categories of
irregular forms: suppletives, internal vowel change, replacives,

and modals. For internal vowal change, we have comdinead forsms
marking past with internal vewel change alone (e.g. Qose/cang,
zun/rap) and those with a suffix (e.9. keep/kept, leave/left)

aince our previoua tabulations did not indicate any significant

difference between thase typas.

108, :
90, ‘
89 ‘ B
78
60.

38, X ‘

48, \5 9

38/ X

28;

18,

P

7
5%

-
b

BRI BIOLE S PBeeIIMOYM*y

Regqulap Replacive Modal Int.Vowe) Suppletive

Individual llri'ter
Cllriter 214 Hpiter 220 Kriter 30

Fig. 5.3 Tense Unmarking by Verb Type for Three Individual Writers
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As with apoken language, there are both aimilarities
and differences among the individual speakers. Aa expected, the
major difference between written and apoken language for these
writers is the relationship of regular verbd forms with the
different irregular forms. For esach of the three writeras, there
is at least one category of irregular verd type which has a
higher incidence of unmarking than the regular forma, a
relationahip which is at odds with our finding on the
relationship of regular and irregular forms in spoken language.
The weakening of the regular/irregular constraint ias clearly
substantisted for individual writers, as was suggested in our
composite profile. Writing is, however., much like spoken
language at the 1-3 LOR stage in that there can be individual
variation in the ordering of irregular verd type effecta. Thus,
Uriter 21 has a relatively low incidence of unmarking for
internal vowel change forma and a }igher incidence for suppletive
forms whereas Uriter 22 reverses this pattern. As with spoken
language, we must mention the possible role of the lexical items
in this regard. For example, a number of unmarked forms for
Writer 21 are contracted ‘s forms in atructures such as When the
way was _over and Ashlev's coping bock or After o few vyears she’s
parried Charles Hamilton, which might be learned as a kind of
“frozen fora” not subject to the expected tense marking of other
e forms (and to some extant have forms). For Writer 22, 13 out
of 20 coses of dogsn’t/didn’t are unmarked for tanse, but only
five out of 15 other internal change forms are unmarked. It
thus suggests that there may be a atrong lexical component

operative for some writers, in which particular forms are
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relatively unaffected by tenas narking wvhereas othera are
affected. We observed this to some extent in apoken language.
particularly at aome of the earlier stages of acquisition (viz.,
the 1-3 LOR group). Given the role of rote learning that that
typically is emphasized in the acquicition of writing skills (cf.
Wolfram 1984), we would, in fact, be surpriasad not to see a
atrong lexical dimension in the earlier stages of the writing
Process. We find the lexical dimension not enly for irregular
forms, but regular forms as well. Thus, Writer 21 has four of
five case of Jlove unmarked, but only six of 15 cases oOf eother
regular forms unmarked. We would expect that the aedium
difference would atimulate a atronger lexical component in
writing than in speech, and that is what our preliminary
observations indicaste.

In summary, our data suggest that one of the aajor
constraints on spoken language tense unmarking, that of regular
versus irregular forms, may be weakened conaideradbly in written
lenguage. We hypothesize that this is due to the role of rote
learning in acquiring writing that takes speakers bheyond their
phonclogical apoken language capabilities in producing such
forms. (No doubt this is aided by the considerable sttention most
ESL teachars give to "the -gd"” forms.) With reapect to the
diffarent types of irreguler forms. constraints similar to spoken
language appear to be operative for written language, with
parhaps more individual deviation from the composite group
profile. UWe also suggest that the role of the lexical item as

opposed to structural type is heightened, due to nature of the
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mediun (with its increased focuas on language form) and the way in

which it ia typically taught and learned (viz. the strong role of

rote learning).

_Sea H 4 nts

In the previous section, we examined only the constraints
on tense marking related to surface fora. We must now extend
this analysis to consider units bayond the surface form of the
verd, just es we did for spoken language. Although our
investigation of spoken language showsd higher order constraints
to be relatively insignificant, we carnot Simply asssume apriori
that this finding covers writtsn language aas well. There are too
many differences betwesn the language registers to make such an
assumption. We have already seen that thare are both similarities
and differences in the aurfsce conatraints when we compare spoken
and written language.

In the examination of higher lavel constraints for writing,
we naturally want to consider scome of the same constraints that
we investigated for spoken language. One of the aajor
constraints examined for spoken language was that of narrative
foregrounding (“any clause that pushes the event line forward")
and backgrounding (“clauses which set the scens, aake
digresasions, change the normal sequence of avents, or give
evaluativa resurks™). This distinction in narratives follows the
study of Kumpf (1984:141) which suggeats that foreground action
is axpressad with unmarking and background action with “many
msarked forms”. To investigate this hypotheasis for writing, we

have broken down the illustrative pPassage given earlier (Writer
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21) in tersa of foregrounding and backgrounding, along with a

subcategorization on the dasia of the major surface foras

delimited as relevant in the previous section. In the Tunning

tabulation, the first column donétos foregrounding (F) and

backgrounding (B), the second column past tense sarking <1)

or

unmarking (0), and the third column surface form (R=regular,

S=suppletive, Isinternal change, H=replacive, typically have, and

H=smodal). Following the text is a sunnary of the incidence of

unmarking for the various verd types in teras of foreground and

background.

Gone with the Wind

“Gone with the Wind™ 4s an axciting love
atory, shas _written by Margaret Mitchell, This
story ehas_Regun on a bright April afterncon of
1861, in Atlanta, Geurgia. h

The main character in this atory was Scarlett
Q’Hara. She wqs ones of the Coast Aristocrat of
French descent. Her father was Gerald O’Haxa, the
owner of Tara. Tara js a plantation which has a
length of more than 200 milesa. And the important
characters in this atory are Melly Hamilton.
Charles Hamilton, Rhett, Ellen O’Hara, Ashley
Wilkes and much much more.

Scarlet O’Hara was & beautiful, charmy girl.
But she was also an unfortunate girl. This story
*has _writtep adout her during the civil war betwsen
Southerners and the Yankees. Scarlett syss fallen
in love with Ashley Wilkes, but he wag going to
smarried his cousin which jg Melly Hamilton.
Scariett becang miserable from that time. After a
few years, sshe’g_married
Charles Hamilion, and hope this will make her forget
about. Aahley Wilkes. After two months of living with
Charles, she had a baby, and Charles’s_desad in the war,
by pneumcnia. But anyway she’g atill loved Aashley in
secrate and noone gould understand. During this war
time, all ladies lived very lonely. Melly (Charlas’a
sister) always stay with Scarlett and gomfort her.
Eelly was & very nice little girl. She had a
shaped-face with black eyes, pointed of chin and aguare
of jaw. She loved Scarlett se auch. But cause of love,
Scarlett always wigh that Mally would dead sc she
could have Ashley, and Malley *has nevear known that.

Year after year, cause of noney, miserable,
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iove, Scarlett shad besen remarried. The man was
Rhett, who she was not only didn’t want to smarried
Rhett, but always reporbored Asley. She Jlove him
very much. But he would never answer her.

When the war was over, and Ashlay’s coming
back. Nelly shas been miscarriage and dead. And
nNow everyone wag miserable. Before Scarlett wish
that Melly would die %0 ahe gap have Ashley, now
Ashley was coming back and Meally wag dead, but she
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didn‘t want him any more. Everything was reveal,
and Rhett knew everything, now i8 the time he
understand about his wifa. At last he decidead to
go back to his own place of dirth, and forget
averything. He Lty to find his own new life, and
pecple whom he’s never known before. He would
enjoy hunting, and fishing in the rest of his life.
This happened make Scarlaett felt crazy.

At last Scarlett fel: so guilty; ahe shought
the only san he Jjove was Rhett. But now
i® too late for her to say that, when
she already st Rhett, the man who Jlove her so
much, and she has never answer him by the nice
words. She has always Tun along with the aan who
never love her.

After reading the story, I thought it was S0
sad , but I liked it. It helped me learn a lot of
new words, which I heven’ts known before. It helped
me to practice in reading. This wgs the most
interesting story I‘’ve ever read. It tock me a
long time to sit there and read. Sometimes I

dought and sometimes gried.
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FOREGRQUND BACKGROUND

Unm/Tot Una/Tot
. Regular 1731 9719
Suppletive 1/3 6/22
Internal 0s2 1/8
Replacive 2/4 8/8
Nodal - 278

Total 4710 40.0.X% 26/67 38.8%x

Table $.4 Incidence of Tense Marking by Foreground and Background:
Writer 21.

Although there are not very many potential cases of foreground

verbs compared with background, it seaems fairly obvious that
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there is no significant conatraint on unaarking based on this
distinction. A asimilar tabulation for Writer 22, as reported in

the Table 5.5, indicates a similar distribution of tense marking.

FOREGROUND BACKGROUND

Unm/Tot Unm/Tot

Regular 3/6 3714

Suppletive ~- 3714

Internal 2/8 16727

Replacive /71 272

Nodal - 173

Total 6/15 40.0x%x 23/3%9 42.4x

Table 5.5. Incidence of Tense Marking by Foreground and Background:
Writer 22

As with Uriter 21, Writer 22 has many more instances of
backgrounding than foregrounding (perhaps a function of the
vritten sedium to some extent) but there seem to be adegquate
numbera to reject the hypothesis that tense marking in written
language is conatrained by this dimension of narrative discourse
oerganization. We have already seen thst Kumpf’s hypothesis had to
be rejected for spoken language when the interactive affect of
the surface forms was considered. We come to the same conclusion
with respect (o the written sedium.

Another hypothesis that has to be conaidered in terms of
written language concerns episodic boundaries in the narrative,
following Godfrey (1980) and Wolfason (1983). 1In Figure 5.4, we
have plotted the tense marking patterns for Writer 21 in terss of
tense sequencing and episodes within the discourae. In the
definition of episodeos here, both boundaries within the narrative

itself (ie. different episodes in the story of Gone with the Wind)
139
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and the matrix discourse (i.e the writer’s description of the

setting and subjactive commenta about the story) that surrounds

the narrative are delimited without diatinction in terms of

episode type, aven though a different analysis might diatinguish

batween the the supra~discourse and embedded narrative,

Different episcdes are marked by letters and the boundaries are

indicated by broken lines.

Harked

a

Unmarked __

H has written
H._bhas_begun

S was ¢
S was
S ia
H haa
SoNAE
wvas o)
SR ; I 111
S-NOS E
S was E
I Dbacane
_______ S.. s _married
G R hope
N will
H had
< ’» dead
S ’a loved
M could
B..dived. _ _____ . —
H R atay
R comfort
S was
H__hed e ————
loved I
R wish
M would
N could
H haea
H had
S was
S was
I didn’¢t
R remembered
R love
M would

140



I} W0 Bk WN Ny WS N N A S N B N D ER AN S N e

S..was______ e e e s e e
J S
H
S was
R
B would
N
S was
S waa
I didn‘’t
R_.WASs_ . -
knew K
s
b ¢
R decided
R
H
¥ would
R happenaed
I felt
I { } 5 S
I thought L
R
S was
S
I loat
R
H
H
R
i.-thousgh& ___.____ -—————
S was n
R liked
R Dhelped
H
R helped
S was
I ¢took
R laught
R cried

Fig. 5.4. Tense Sequencing Within Different Episodes: Writer 21

For the most part, tense shifting in the above discourss

‘s coming
haa

wish

can

ia
underatand

try
‘s known

love
is

love
has
has
love

haven’t

doma not appear to be closely correleted with epiaodic

boundaries. Instead, the predominant factor seems to be the

surface form. Thera ia, hovaver, one case in which the tenae
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shifting pattern may show a correlation with episcde structure,
namaly, the pattern in the final paragraph (M) and the
penultinate paragraph (L) of the atory. The penultimate
paragraph gives the final details of the narrative, whereas the
final paragrah gives the writer’s reaction to the book, a clear
break between the aupra-discourse and the esbedded narrative. In
the penultimate paragraph, three regular forms (all of which are
the verd love) & suppletive form, and two instances of have are
unnarked for tense , whereas in the final paragraph

five regular forms and two auppletives are sarked for tenae. The
only instance of have in the final paragraph is, however,
unmarked. The ahifting of regular foras, slong with the variable
shift of asuppletives, may qualify as & genuine case of tense
sequencing related to episcode atructure, although even here we

aust be cautious, since only one verb form is involved in

unmarking in the penultimate paragraph, and it is different from the

regular forms in the final parsgraph. We cennot rule ocut a
ainple lexical constraint related to the regular form Jove
vis-a-vis other regular forms in this case. Nonetheless, this
may be a case which is constrained by a shift within the
discourse structure itself.

Another representative case of tense ssquencing and episode

atructure is Writer 22’s narrative report of Gone with the Wind.

We have displayed this sequencing pattern in Fig. 5.5.

S was A
S were
H Xas
S were
S_.wee . —~——
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I did B
R wanted
I doen’t (sig)
I doen’t
JENROVRRR - S ¥
1~ R love
I get
I doan’t
R mary (sic)
I think
R love
i.-besxd. . __
I ¢told R
R married
1 doean’t
I said
I said
M couldn’t
I thought
S were
I knew
I did
S was
I did not
R sarried
B WO e ———
I did
R pretended
R like
R hated
R wanted
¥ can
S was
1 did not
I didn‘t
R__moxried . ________ ——
E I doean’t
R wanted
I doean’t
I did not
I do
——————t GO
E i doean‘’t
_ I get
~EE e e e o
G I get
I doen’t
R_.died ______ o e
R died B
I doen’t
R died
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R married
R live
i I doan’t
I left
I gave i
J don‘’t
X H has
S was
I bend
R Lkissed
R name
L I don‘t
S are

Fig. 5.5. Teanse Merking within Different Episodea: Writer 22

As with Writer 21, it is difficult to establish for
Writer 22 the shifting of tenaes related strictly to episcde
boundaries within the narrative. There are, howvever, a couple of
instancea in which there may be a pattern of syatematic tense
serializetion. For axample, in episode E. al) cases cf
did/didn‘’t are marked for past whereas in episode F five of six
instances of this form are unmarked. Similarly, in episcde C all
three cases of regular forms are unmarked, while in episcode D the
two ca.es of regular forms are marked. Also, threes of four cases
of internal change foras are unmsarked ip ¢ whereas seven of eight
cases are asrked in D. This suggests that all the variability 4n
unsarking cennot be simply attributed to surface form typea.
Some serialization may occur, in which unmarking or marking
prevails over a saquence of forms within the narrative. Thus,

the narrative begina with a string of seven forme, six of which
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are sarked for past tense. The one form in this string that is
unmarked is have, which is apparently Quite resistent to marking
regardlesa of the tense of surrounding verba in & series. Then
the narrative sghifts, in the middle of episcde B, to a atring of
nine consecutivea casea of unmarking. The discourse again ghifts
back to sarking, as 22 of the next 25 verb forms are marked for
tenae. In apiscde F, unmarking bacomes predominant once again,
88 eaight of the next 12 forms (episcdes E and G) are unmarked.
Howaver, all eight of these forms involve internal vowsl changes.
and five of these are the one fora do/don’t. Overall figures for
do/don’t for Writer 22 show that it s quite suseptible to
unmarking, as 13 of 20 cases of thia forms throughout the whole
narrative are unmarked.

What are we to conclude from this exsmination of tense
sequencing, episocdes, and surface forma? Unfortunately, the
evidence does not suggeat a aimple answer. Obdbviously, surface
form, including the type of irregular and lexical choice to aome
extent, remains a majer conatraint. However, beyond this
recognition, there appears to bes some indication of patterned
Bequencing within the highar level discourss. Even when the
surface forms are factored out, there is & clustering of marked
or unmarked forms which is apparently not random. Surface foras
being aqual, there may be serialized shifts of marking and
unmarking within the discourse. Such serialization does not
correlate neatly with apisode boundaries, but thers may be
occasions where tense sahifting and sequencing is sensitive to

higher lavel conaiderations, including the epiasocde. Although

- o AR RS T A - S T A TTEE g e n ot e .
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aone of the serialization patterns sees constrained by epiascdas,
elhers do not, sc that we cannot conclude that the shifts are
sinply a function of episodea. What preciasealy detarmines the
shift cannot be uncquivieélly deterained, but the reasonadle
candidates include episode boundaries, aurfece form “triggera®
(i.e0. forma that have a high likelihood of unmarking apert from
higher order conaiderations), praceding tense marking (i.e if a
preceding form is unmarked, there is a greater likelihood that
the next one will be unmarked as well, or vice veraa), and
“discourse fatigue"” (i.e. forms that appear in the non-initial
stages of the discourse as opposed to earlier atages wheras
attention might be more directly focused on tense sarking). There
is linited avidence to suggest that all of these variablea may
make a contribution. While theae various factors nay contridbute
in some way to the shifting pattern, we still maintain that the
surface form remains a major variable and that other variables
probably are intervening rather than primary factors.
Hyper-Tense Morking

Given the formality of the writing medium and the
aignificant acquisitional hurdle imposed by the tense marking
ayatem of English, it is not surprising that the writing passages
of aome writers reveal a tendency to use “"hyper-forms"”. The term
byper-form is used here to refer to any English item in which
tense marking extends beyond the limits of the standard English
rule, and covers cases of classical “"hypercorrection” (with both
a aocial and linguistic dimension, cf. DaCamp 1972) and strictly

linguistic cases of rule generalization or regularization that
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Ray occur as a by-product of the language acquisition process.
In the written language GOTpus, there are several different types
of hyper-foras, aome of which match those found in spoken

language and some of which differ.

Elecnastic Tense Marking

One of the major types of written language hyper-foraa
which matches spoken language ia plecnasatic tenae marking. In
Engliah, tenae within the verd phrase ia placed on the verd only
Af an auxiliary is not present. If an auxiliary is present, than
the tenae is placed on the firat auxiliary within the verb

Phrase. Thus, a sentence auch aa she liked scheol marks tense

on the vard becauss there is no surface auxiliaxy, but a sentence
such as She didn’t like gchool or She had been looking for an
qnswer places the tense marking only on the first suxiliary in
the verd phrase. A generalization of this rule marks the tense
on both the verd and the auxiliary. Thia generalization is
apparently found as a characteristic stage of tense marking
acquisition in Engliah regardless of languege background (Burt

. and Kiparsky 1972:29-30; Wolfram 1574:160-162). We thus have
cases ©f such marking found in both the written and spoken

language samples of our subjects. Examples of such merking are

represented in the following:

(1) a, ...When she knew that Ashley did married to Melanie,
she was miserable, hecause Ashley did not married her, but

married somaeabody that sahort...(Writerxr 22:p.2)

b, ...she doen’t (sic) care sbout Ashley did not married
her or not...(Writer 22:p.3)
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As with apoken language, it appears that the form moat
likely to take plecnaatic tense marking is the suxiliary
did/didn’s. although any auxiliary apparently may qualify for
this process.

Another typa of pleonastic tenas narking involves the
addition of a regular past tenme suffix to an item which marks

its past tense in an irregular formation.

(2) ...I grepted along to the vacant land to see the
beasketball ,..(Writer 233?-1’

This type of “regularization" is actually a morphological
procesa rather than a asyntactic one, but one that can also be
expectad in both written and apoken language. In apoken language,
it is somnetimes possible to get plecnastic tanase narking of this
type with certain regular forms (e.g. /layktld/ *likedead’;
/1UkeId/ Zlookeded’ /atartldld/ ‘started’) as well (Wolfram
1874:1341£), but we do not have any such cases in written
language. This is prodadbly related to the difference in spalling
form versus spoken language, where the rorphophonenric spelling of
all regular phonological past tense forms as ced militates
against a reduplicated spelling (e.g.slikeded, slookeded). In
spoken language, some casas are obvioualy misanalyzed as ending
in lexical /t/ or /d/ (i.e./1Ukt/ or /laykt/ is considered the
lexical entry to which the past tense suffix is added), in which

casae the /I1d/ ia added in accordance with the regular Engliab

Tule,

Iepse Extension
Not all verb phrases in English carry tense marking of some

type. Complement clauses, which are raised into the matrix
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santence as a type of “infinitive", are not marked for tenae, so

that the verd go in a seantence auch as #he wonted to 9o or telil
in She heard him tell the story are not sarked for tense. As a

type of rule generalizction, however, such tenseless foras may be
marked for tense by language learners. This tense marking

pattern is documented in the following cases?

(3) . Yesterdey, Harminder called me and ahe wantad
“Hello™ to you and wish you good health. (Writer 23: p.l)

b. ...beaide ashe wanted Melanie $0 died aco that ahe can
get married with Ashley (Writer 22: pPe2)

€. cc..when Scarlett hesrd the twin brother teld her that

Ashley married to Nalanie she doesn’t believed it...(Writer

Although this kind of tense extension appearsa to ba sore
common in written language than spoken language. it can be
documented in both language registera. Furthermore, this kind of
rule generalization is hardly unigue to Vietnssese Engliah
apeakers; in fact it can be documented among L2 English language
learners ragardless of language background (Burt and Kiﬁurnky

1972) and among speskers of non-mainstream varieties of English

as well (Wolfram 1969),

Ayuil H -F

One of the hyper patterns which we have not documented
axtensively in our spoken language corpus involves the use of
hyper auxiliary forms. The sajor manifestations of this
hyper-pattern include the use of one auxiliary in lieu of another

(4) and the insertion of an auxiliary fora whan one is not

raquired by the rules of atandard English verb phrase formation (5).
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(d) a. "Gone with the Wind” is an exciting love story, has
written by Margaret Nitchell. (Writer 21: p.)

b. The atory has written adout her during the civil war
batween Southerners and the Yankees. (WUriter 21: p.l1)

C. After that five minutes, she saw a boy playing card.

She asked: (sic)

-Po you dopne your clasawork?
"Y“g I done.
~Lat 2@ see. (Writer 23: P.1)

(5) a. Living in the reeducation casp in Vietnam ia
terrible. I had lived there for five yoars., (Writer 45: p.1l)

b. Scarlett was fpllen in love with Ashley Wilkes, but
he was going to married his cousin which is Nelly Hamilton
(Writex 21: p.1)

c. After a few yeoars, she’s married Charles Hamilton,
and hope her forget about Ashley Wilkes (Writer 21: p.1)

Although some of the examples given in (4) and (5) may be
open to different interpretations in sone instances, we find
~maes of do for a form of pe, have for a form of be and pg for
have. Our examples of inserted suxiliaries involve forms of be
and hgove. Interestingly, we have not found cases of
hyper~auxiliary forma involving the modals.

The auxiliary awitching and insertion we have found in our
data seem to indicate a genuine case of hypercorrection, where
the inherent difficultias in using the various forss of the
English auxiliary and the formal task of writing combaine te
produce aomewhat erratic choices of the auxiliary. In learning
English tense and aspect, the use of the auxiliary is certainly
among tho most difficult atructures to Aacquire, requiring an

underatanding of temporal seaquencing, aspect, and dizcourse



rules. Writers may be sware of the inherent difficulty involved
in mastering the structure and overcompansate by placing an
inapproprioste or unneeded auxiliary when confronted with a task
as formal as writing. In spoken language, we have not
encountered nearly as much asuxiliary hyper-~formation as we have
in written language, but apparently there are such cases in the
spoken language of some L2 learners of English (cf. Burt and
Kiparsky 1972:30-35%).

Ris-euxse Hyper-forms

Finally, we should agptien & pattern of hyper-tense sarking
which seem most appropriately descrided in terms of the overall
discourse structure. In these inatances, we have s discourse
satting which does not involve paat tenas. The diacourse may
involve a current or future event via-a-vis past event, or even
an expository discourse of some type. For example, consider the

following written response on the theme on future aspirations.

(6) When I grow up, 1 wanted to be a dentiat or
internstional atudies. Today nany pecples gape to my roonm,

some people peeded to clean their tooths, some needs to take

B the tootha out, some peeded braces in their teeths. The
children all cry when they have to take thair teeths ocut,
all this work tock me 7 hours.

Maybe I wanted to be e international studies to go
around the world I love to go around the world is fun to me,

I can go anywhere I wanted to go. 1 have to interviewer
{sic) pecples from other country. (Writer 33: Pe2)

In a similar essay about a future event, Writer 34 starts a
conjecture as to the nature of World War III with a setting of
the atory in the past tense (One day there was & big world war
I1I. In the world. In July-4-1999 [(sicl). Another writer (45),

in an expc.itory essay on why pecple emmigrate, lapses into a
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paat tanae frame in aetting up parallel geanaric explanationa, aa

in <72,

(7) First of all, atudenta all aver the world have a dreanm
when they grow up and have an education...

The economical conditions are alsoc attractive for
Pecple from anothexr country...

Finally, pmeople had to leave their fatherland because
of political reamona...

It ia clear thet pecple move to a new country have common
reasons... (Writear 452 p.1-3)

Inatencea of past tenae marking such as thoae ia (6) and
(7) are again beat viawed as producta of the spacial concern that
writers may have about tense marking. Unsure of which discourases
require tense marking, writers may thus hyparcorrect to mark past
tense on non-paat time or generic, expository discourses. In
this case, however, the atimulus does not derive from the
peculiarities of structures within the sentence, but a higher
lavel of structuring. The formality of the writing situation is
no doubt an impetus to. the kind of overcompensation that causes
aome writers to lapse into such cases, but we have found cases of
thia kind in our apoken language aasple as well. In apoken
language, we found a atrong xcxtcni component (cf,. Chapter Three)
operstive in this kind of hyper-formation, but the lexical
conatraint, although apparent, does not appear quite mo atrong in
written language.

Our brief discusaion of hypar-forma in written language
tense forms shows several kinds of forms that need to be
distinguished. Some appear to derive aolely from the nature of
language learning and the kinds of speaker/writer hypothesas
inveolving rule generalization or regularization with regards to

tense marking in English. Others seem to be derived from the
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Peculiar attention focused on language in more forsal usages auch
8% writing. The lstter are less likely to match the less formal
aample of spoken language that typify our oral language sample
than the formar. We have also sesn that hypar~-foras involve
several different levels of language, including morpholeogical
formation, syntactic patterning, and larger discourse lavel
considerationa. A realistic asseasment of the hyper~-£foras must
necessarily take into account a wide range of linguistic levels
and socio-psychological hypotheses available t0 a writer

attenpting to master English tense marking.
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CHAPTER SIX

CONCLUSION

In the preceding chapters we have explored the variable
nature of tense marking in interlanguage by examining the
patterns of tense marking exhibited by native Vietnamese
apeskars learning Engliah aa a sacond language. Qur major
focua has been upon the kinds of linguiatic variables that
influence the aystematic variability of the tanse marking, in
particular, the role of aurface level phonological and
morphological constraints vis-a~vis the higher level
constraints of discourse organization. The aystematic
variability of tense marking has bdeen investigated in both
spoken and written language, ;nd s0me provocative aimilarities
and differances have bean uncovered.

A secondary consideration of our study has been the
role of mocial variablea such aa length of reaidency (primarily
as a rough approximation of stages of acquisition), age, and
gender. Since we have found very little nevw or different fronm
traditional studies of these social variables in L2
acquisaition. we ahall not aummarize our findings here.
Instead, we shall focus on our findings concerning the

linguiatic variablasa, since some of our conclusions fly in the

face of current trends and emphases in L2 studies.
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Surfece Constraints

Perhaps the major conclusion of this study is that
surface constraints are primary effects on the aystematic
variability of tense marking in interlanguage aystems. By
surface form here wa mean phonological ahspe and environment,
regular and irregular sorphological toraétian. type of
irregular vorﬁ formation, and lexical choice. In apokean
language, we have found that there is a significant constraint
based on the differentiation of regular end irregular forms,
with irregular formas favoring past tense sarking over regular
ones. We hypothesized that this is due, in part, to the role
of rote memorization vis~a-vis cognitive patterning as these
notions are manifested in irregular and regular linguistic
formation, and, in part. due to the susceptibility of
particular phononological shapes in raeagular forms to certain
phonological processes (e.g9. consonant cluster reduction, final
consonant daletion, atc.). We preasume that the former
explanation is 8 universal one and the latter one specific to
the English morphological process of past tense suffixation.
There is ample evidence from other studies (@.9. Brown 1973;
Krashen 1982) to auggest that language acquisition typically
proceeds from the initial acquisition of a subset of irregular
forms as rote items to the acquisition of regular patterns.
Along the way, there is an infuaion of lexical aslactivity that
followa scme genarel paycholinguistic principles (a.gQ.
frequently occurring forms ore more likely to be selected than
infrequent ones), but is alse subject to individual choice to

some extent.
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Within the irregular forms, there are conatraints on
variability based on the way the irregular verd form is
constructed, We thua found that suppletive forms typically
reveal a higher incidence of tenss marking than forms
constructing their past tense through internal vowel change,
which, 4n turn, have a higher Yikelihood of tenae marking than
forms conatructing their Past tense through a final replacive
conacnant., Wae obaserved that the patterned variability aeems to
follow a Pringivle of saliency not unlike the principle of
parceptual saliency found in other language acquisition studies
in that the more phonologically obtrusive the form is, the
higher the likelihood of grammatical marking. Again, we
cautiously hypothesize that the saliency princi;lu is a
univearaal one (parhaps more of a perceptual paycholinguistic
than cognitive linguistic principle), but the way ‘n which it
applies to English tense morphologization is qQuite
danguage-apecific.

Our findings with reapect to the role of surface
Phenomena are not narticularly startling, and aeem consonant
with more general obaervations concerning the dynamics of L2
acquisition. In fact, the most surprising aspect of our
investigation is not the research findings thesselves, but the
fact that the tradition of research on L2 English language
acquisition has either ignored or downplayad the role of such

transparent and apparently natursl factors.
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Although the surface constrainta on tense sarking asenm
quite obvious and transparent, we are somewhat surprisad that
these considerations have been virtually ignored in recent
studies of tense marking in L2 acquisition. Parhaps a major
reason for thia lack of attention can be attributed indirectly
to the current emphasis on higher level constraints on tense
marking in interlanguage (e.g. Godfrey 1980; Wolfaon 196823
Kumpf 1984). By higher level here. we mean considerations
relating to discourse organization, including the internal
structure of the discourse and the discourse topic oxr genre.
The studies cited above all maintsin that such considerations
are primary constraints in interlanguage tense marking
variability, and that other factors are, at bast, ascondary.
Our empirical investigation, including the replication of
studies on the discourse parameters of foreground and
background, episodic structure within the diacourse, and tenae
sequencing continuity, simply hea not supported claimas that
these factors are consistent and primary variables in
accounting for tense marking patterns in interlianguage. OQur
position is not intended to discount the potential of higher
order considerastions, but ¢to put thase factoras in properx
Perspective within a model of interlanguage organization.
Without factoring ocut the effect of surface-level constraints,

any claim concerning the primacy of discourse constraints on

tense marking remaina highly auspect.
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Sncken and Wrjtten Lanquege Tense Marking

One of the major dimensions of our atudy was the
compariaon of tense marking patterns in spoken and written
language. Our concern was how parallel the regiaters are in
teras of their patterns of tenass marking variation. The
empirical evidence aupports the conclusion that the two
lenguage regiatera are NOT isomorphic. In mome ways the
constraints on variability are parallel but in other ways thay
can be quite divergent. For example, we found that the major
distinctions in terms of irregular verd forms (e.9. suppletive
versus internal vowel ciiange) ware parallel in both spoken and
written language, but that the distinction between regular and
irregular forms was not nearly as clsar-cut in written language
as it was in spoken language. We explained this difference on
the basis of different strategies used in learning spoken and
written language forms. For example., in written language it is
posaible to attach a aingle fors, ~ad, to form pasat tense on
regular verbs. In spoken language, the reagular form, in its
various productive phonological manifesatations, is typically
acquired as a cognitive pattern. Furthermore, there is
avidence that the rote learning of aome aspects of the English
spelling aystem apparently can companaate for the generalized
application of phoneclogical tranafer.

The important conclusion from our observations is that we
can expect both similarities and differences in the aystematic

constraints on variability in written and spoken language. We
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are now at a point where wa nead to explicate some principlea

that can adequately axplain the basis of these similarities and

differences rather than saimply observe than.

Our data also indicated that written language was
somewhat more susceptible to higher order Conatrainta on tenae
marking than ;gnk-n language, once the surface constraints are
factored out. This a;neluninn. howaver, is based on somewhat
dimited data, and needs to be substantiated further as an
empirically justifiable clainm. Assuning that further
investigation supports thia observation, we will need to offer
a reascnable explanation as to why the written language medium
would be more susceptible to higher order conatraints than the
spokan langusge medium. At this point, howvaver, such

speculation is somewhat premature.

Hyper-Forms

Both apoken eand written interlanguage exhibit hyper-tense
marking, in which a rule for tenaes marking is extended beyond
the target language boundaries of the rule. Pleonastic tense
marking inv~ives the marking of tense in s pre-~varbal asuxiliary
as well as the verd (e.g. She didn’t mode jit); & special kind
of morphological pleonasm involves the addition of the regular

suffix to a form marked irregularly (e.g. broked, crepted), or

avan iaclated cases of “double regularization® (@.g. /layktld/
‘likeded’; /1UktId/ ‘lookeded’). Another kind of hyper-form
involves the extension of tense marking on a clausal lavel,

typically applying to complement clauses such as She wanted to
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went to Americe or They heard the twin brother told her that

Ashley ssrxied. This hyper-form, along with pleocnastic tenae
marking, involves a simple type of rule generalization, and
both are found to somae extent in apoken and written language.
Two othar typea of hyper-forma are found nore
charactaratically in written than in apoken language. One type
involves the apacialized extension of auxiliary forms, in which

an auxilisry form may be inaerted (e.g. After two hours. ahe
has went to the stors’) or one auxiliery form substituted for

another (e.g. The story hos written sbout the Civil War). The
seacond type involves “discourse hyper~forma"-~ instances in
which a non-paat discourse ias placed in a paat tenae context.
We hypothesized that thaas casea are more in line with the
classical definition of hypercorrection (DaCanp 1872) in that
they necessarily involve both a soccial and linguistic
dimension. We do not cisis that they are unique to written
language per se, but probably a function of the fact that the
written language samplea in our corpus are of a more formal
nature (typically classroom assignments) than the spoken
language aamples (typically (nformal conversational dyada).
The kinds of hyper-formas we uncovered here seem to be
Quite in line with those typically found in interlanguage tense
marking (cf. Burt end Kiparsky 1972), presumably hecause they

derive from general principlea of language acquiaition in ita

social context.
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Tense Norkina and Second Languese Pedeqoay

Finally, we ahould aay something about language pedagogy
and the dynamica of tense marking in interlanguage. In aome
respacts, our findings reveal patterns that are consonant with
the way in which verd forma typically have been approached in
the context of the ESL classroom. Irregular forms are taught
oa lexical items, along with the teaching of reagulaxr patterna.
Some of thia inatructional lexical selectivity may, in fact, be
reaflected in the individuel differences found across subjects
with respect to particular irregular forms. Are the pattarns
we have found here then aimply a direct reflection of how tense
marking in English has been taught to various subjects in the
sanple?

Although we do not have extensive profiles on the
exposure of our aub)acta to formal instruction in Engliah, the
majority of them have had at least limited formsl training an
English. Notwithatanding some influence on the learning of
particular forma, we maintain that trtae unifaveity af some of
the patterns {s refiective of L2 acquiaition regardlass of
formal instruction in English. For example, the priority of
the irragular over regular past tense forms in the .ariior
atages of acquisition is consonant with natural language
acquiaition rather than with the way formal L2 inatruction
takes place, where regular forms are typically taught prior to
the irregular forms. Furthermore, the application of the
aaliency principle ia not necessarily conaonant with the
asquencing of formal inatruction. If formal instruction in

English were a primary varisble we would expect more diversity
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in the patterning of tense marking than we have observed here,
given tha fact that the subjects represent a wide renge of
exposure to formal inatruction in English., Instead, we find
some individual differences with respect to lexical itena, but
a rather impressive regularity across subjlects in the major
Peatterna of ayatematic variebility. Our concluaion at thia
Peint is that formal inatruction in Englimh is not a Primary
factor accounting for variability in tense marking.

A padagogy aimaed at aatching the natural sequencing in
the L2 acquisition of tense merking would not be as draatically
different from the traditional approach to teaching tense as ws
might imagine. In fact, attention to the saliency principle
and an accomodation of the sequencing of irregular and regular
formas to match the obaerved order would probably align
instruction fairly closely with the observed facts of tense
sarking in interlanguage. This observation is not intended as
an sndorsement of traditional methodologies for teaching
Engliah as & second language, but aimply a comment on how tenae
aarking structures itsalf in interlanguage. Whatever
methodology ia ultimately endorsed, wa would Teasonably expect
it to be cognizant of how tense marking variably proceeds
through interlanguage, and incorporate this understanding into

the instructional presentation of the English tense marking

system,
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APPENDIX A
Adult Questionnaire

I. Current Life

1.
2.

3.

5.

6.

7-

8.

9.

10.

Do you have any children? (ages, sex, etc.)

How do you spend a typical day now? What are some of the things you
have to do?

Do you like t¢ watch TV? What are some of your favorite TV programs?
Can you tell me about one of the recent ones you saw? What happened?
What TV shows do your children like to watech? Can you tell me about
them?

Do you like musioc? What kind of music do you like? Why? Do you have

a favorite singer or group? What are they 1like? Can you tell me about
the music that your children listen to?

Do you have a lot of relatives living around here? Do you get
together for holidays like Tet? Can you remember one of these
times that was particularly fun? What happened?

(if ESL student) Are there special things that happen in your Engi.sh
classes that you really like?

Are your best friends mostly American or mostly Vietnamese? Was it
hard to get to know Americans? Why? How did you do it?

Are your neighbors Americans or Vietnamese (or other Asians, ete.)?

Do you know them very well? Which ones? What kinds of things do
you do together?

What kind of groups (religious, community, ete.) do you belong to?
What kind of activities do they have?

What kinds of jobs would you like your children to be able to have?
Education?

II. Life in Vietnam

1.
2.

When did you leave Vietnam? Can you tell me about your life there?

What kind of school did you go to in Vietnam? How was it different
from schools in America? What did the boys wear? What did the
girls wear? What subjects did you study? What were your teachers
like?

Describe the city or town you lived in.

What kind of work did you do in Vietnam? What kind of work did your
family members do?

Do you remember ever getting lost as a child? What happened? How
about brothers or sisters who got lost? Did any of your children
ever get lost? Have you gotten lost since you've been here? What
happened? Has anyone else in your family gotten lost since they've
been here? p
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6. Do you know any good Vietnamese stories or folktales? Can you tell

me one? What stories do you tell your children?

7. Can you tell me about leaving Vietnam? Did you spend any time in

a refugee camp? Where? Can you describe it?

111, Comparisons/speculations
1. Would you go back to Vietnam if you could? Why/why not?

1V,

2.

Do you think that American teenagers are respectful towards their
parents? Are you afraid that your children will act less respectful
towards you if they have American friends? In what ways? Do your
friends talk much about this? What do they say?

How do the different members of your family feel about living here?

What kinds of food do you eat at home? Did you find it hard to get
used to American food?

What do you do in your home to try to maintain Vietnamese culture?

What. kinds of things do you teach your children about Vietnamese
culture?

Language Usage

1.
2.

What languages do you speak? How well?

What languages have you studied in school? How long? Where?
(including refugee camps)

Who lives in your house? What language(s) do they speak? How well?
What language do you speak with each one of them most of the time?

When do you prefer to speak English? Why? When do you prefer to
speak Vietnamese? Why?

Do you think you speak English exactly like the Americans you know?
If not, how is your English different from theirs?

Do you think your Ehglish sounds like your (children's) English?
If not, how is your English different {~om theirs?

Does anyone you know worry that Vietnamese refugee children will stop
Speaking and using Vietrnamese? What do they do about it? What do
they say?

Do you read Vietnamese? Do you read books or magazines in Vietnamese?
Do you write letters to people in Vietnam? Do you spend much time
reading or writing Vietnamese?

Do you want your children to continue to speak Vietnamese? What

do you do to encourage them to speak Vietnamese?
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I. Life in Vietnam

APPENDIX A
Adolescent Questionnaire

1.

2.

7.

How old were you when you left Vietnam? Do you remember much about
your life there?

What kind of school did you go to in Vietnam? How was it different
from schools in America? What did you wear? What subjects did you
study? What were your teachers like?

Describe the city or town you lived in.

What work did your parents do?

Do you remember ever getting lost as a child? What happened? How
about brothers or sisters who got lost? Have you ever gotten lost
since you've been in the U.S.?

Do you know any good Vietnamese stories or folktales? Can you tell me
one?

Tell me about your escape from Vietnam. Did you spend any time in a
refugee camp? Where? What was it like?

II. Current Life

1.

2.

8.
9.
10.

RN
How do you spend a typical day now? What are some of the things you
have to do?

Do you like to watch TVY What are some of your favorite TV programs?
can you tell me about one of the recent ones you saw? What happened?

Do you like music? What kind of music do you like? Why? Do you have
a favorite singer or group? What are they like?

Do you have a lot of relatives living around here? Do you get together
for holidays like Tet? Can you remember one of these get-togethers
that was particularly fun? What happened?

Do you have special chores that you're supposed to do around home?
What are they? What happens if you don't do them?

Are there special things that happen in school that you really like?

Are your best friends mostly American or mostly Vietnamese? Was it had
to get to know Americans at school? Why? How did you do it?

Are your neighbors mostly Americans or mostly Vietnamese?

Do you belong to any religious or community groups?

What kind of job/education would you like to get in the future?
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2.

3.

.

5.
6.

APPENDIX A

I111. gggpggisons/§g§gulations

1. Would you go back to Vietnam if you could? Why/why not?

Some people say that Vietnamese teenagers are not as repsectful to

their parents here in the U.S. as they were in Vietnam. What do you
think?

How do the different members of your family feel about living here?

What kinds of food do you eat at home? Did you find it hard to get
used to American foud?

Do you like the weather here better than the weather in Vietnam? Wwhy?

What do your parents do in your home to try to maintain Vietnamese
culture? Do you try to follow Vietnamese customs?

1V. Language Usage

1.
2.

3.

b,

54

6.

7.

. . - . 21!
— !
1
.
. '

What languages do you speak? How well?

What languages have you studied in school? How long? Where?
(including refugee camps)

Who lives in your house? What language(s) do they speak? How well?
What language do you speak with each one of them most of the time?

When do you prefer to speak English? why? When do you prefer to speak
Vietnamese? Why?

Do you think you speak Englisn exactly like the Americans you know? If
not, how is your English different from theirs?

Do you think your English sounds like your parents' English? If not,
how is your English different from theirs?

Does anyone you know worry about Vietnamese refugee kids Kkeeping up
their Vietnamese? What do they do? What do they say?

Do you read Vietnamese? Do you read books or magazines in Vietnamese?
Do you write letters to people in Vietnam? Do you spend much time
reading or writing Vietnamese?

Do you want to continue to speak Vietnamese? Do your parents want you
to? What do they do to encourage you?
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